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VI. Production | τον i 

A. Pesitive Tere ri egence Information : 
x 

fia ι 
NOSENKO's positive intelligence production, has been 

meager, and nothing--he reported serited dissemination a3 an : a? 

intelligence report. According to his biography, NOSENKO's ; 
entire adult life until defecting δὰ been spent either as : οἰ 
ἃ student or as an intelligence officer, and in explanations 

-᾿ of his lack of positive intelligence information, he has ᾿ 
é stressed that since the early 1950's he had few outside Ὁ τς 

interests and “no real contacts" outside the KGB itsel?f.* ᾿ ; 
NOSENKO's assignments to the Soviet delegations to the ᾿ 
Disarmament Conference in 1962 and 1964 were, he hes said, 
for cover purposes only. and he aeither had any connections : 4 

with officials or organizations in the USSR concerned with a i τ 

arms control or disarmament policies nor did he take any : 

part in the substantive work of the delegations. 
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During the period 18 to 23 February 1964, a wide range 
of questions covering various aspects of nuclear weapons, 

missiles, electronics, communications, unconventional weae 
pons, military industry, military units and equipment, and 
research and devclopment were put to NOSENKO in order to 
evaluate his knowledgeability. He had no direct knowledge 
of any of these topics, although he was able to identify in 
reneral a few of the KGB organizations which protect sensi- 
tive installations such as nuclear weapons production and 
storage sites. NOSENKO was given a set of requirements 
from the Defense Intelligence Agency on 24 February 1964. 
These questions were premiscd on his two TDY tours to the 
Disarmament Conferences in Geneva; they deslt with such 
matters ag Soviet underground testing, Soviet efforts and 
progress in the fields of chemical and biclogical warfare, 
Soviet aims and purposes at ‘the disarmament talks, and 
Soviet views of the corresponding attitudes and intentions 
of the United States. NOSENKO stated he had no information. 
on any of these questions but expressed his personal opinion i 

on 8 ἴον of them, in general terms. NOSENKO's answers to ; 
other questions of a positive intelligence nature--those ; 

i concerning the viability of the current Soviet leadership. | i 

plans for a new Soviet constitution, anti-Semitism as ; ᾿ 
vane ‘governmental policy, personality data on Soviet leaders, 

and other political and social matters--were couche 
and general terms and were not based on concrete knowledge. 

Bice et ΡΥ 
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. . *At the start of his first meeting: with CIA on 9 June 1962, 

, : . , however, when explaining how he knew of the real state of 
: affairs inside the USSR (as opposed to that presented by 

᾿ Soviet propaganda), NOSENKO said: "I circulate among 

d ‘ministers, with the friends of my father, and I hear 3 

᾿ what they say.” t 
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PO ey . Soviet Intelligence Personalities | 

_organizations. 

As indicated in the accompanying tabulation, NOSENKO 
has provided information on a total of approximately 1,000 
Seviet citizens who are staff employees of, or have other- 
wise been affiliated with; Soviet intelligence and security 
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: 

| ΚΟΒ Staff Personnel 

Leadership and administrative components 

First Chief Dircctorate 

Second Chief Directorate* 

Third Directorate 

' Seventh Directorate 

Eighth Chief Directorate 

Ninth Directorate 

Operational Technical Directorate 

Border Guards Directorate 

Republics "δὰ Oblasts 

Retired or deceased 

Possible KGB officers 

KGB Agents 

First Chief Directorate 

Second Chief Directorate 

KGB Trusted Persons, Cooptees 
ΤΟΥ͂ primary use to First and Second Chief 
Directorates) 

Total KGB-connected 
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Total 
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τ GRU Staff Personnel ‘4 ᾿ 

Current (1964) | 14 ΕΣ 4 
Former 7 : 

Suspect 1 Ἷ 

Cooptee i : : 

Total 23 $3 : 

Total Soviet Intelligence Staffers and ᾿ ; ᾿ 
Coopted Agents “1003 ἔρον : 

The following is a tabular summary of NOSENKO's infor- | 
mation on First Chief Directorate personnel (who are the ones 
now abroad or likely to be stationed abroad), : 

Total Identifiable First Chief Directorate Personnel: 146 
(and 3 possibile) 

Previously identified: * 103 | 

Previously suspect: 9 ᾿ ἶ 

New Identifications: 37 ! 

Of whom: 

No record of any travel abroad: 6 ‘ 

Not abpnad since 1963; q ‘ 

After NOSENKO defected, returned 
prenaturely to USSR: 5 

Were out when NOSENKO defected : 
or came out thereafter and re- . 
turned routinely 7 

Deceased since NOSENKO's defection 1 

Stationed abroad in December 1966 11 

In sum, of the 37 First Chief Directorate personnel 
'. newly compromised by NOSENKO's defection, 24 were abroad at 

the time of his defection or have come abroad since. 
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352. 

Cc. KGB Headquarters 

2, Structure and Functions 

Prior to NOSENKO's contact with CIA in June 1962, the 
most recent information on KGB structure and functions had:- 
been provided by GOLITSYN, whose information was current as 
of December 1961 when he defected. GOLITSYN's data and that 
from the Polish defector GOLENIEWSKI wero the first detailed: - 
new information on this subject available to the U.S. intel- 
ligence community since 1954, when DERYABIN, RASTVOROV, 
PETROV, and KHOKHLOV defected, just prior to the change-over 
from the Ministry of Internal Affairs (NVD) to the Committee 

for State Security (KGB). GOLENIEWSKI and GOLITSYN nad re- 
ported on the 1959 reorganization of the KGB, the first major 
realignment of the KGB's functions since the abolition of 
the Committee for Infornation in 1951, It encompassed the 
absorption into the Second Chief Directorate of the duties of 
the former Fourth, Fifth and Sixth Directorates. which had 
been responsible for political, econonic-industrial, and 
transportation security, respectively, It also included the 
upgrading of the Illegals Department to the status of a 
Special Directorate within the First Chief Directorate, the 
consolidation of counterintelligence operations abroad into 
one new department, the Fourteenth, and creation of a ney 
department--Department "D" (Disinformation) --t# .coordinate 
and intensify the KGB's activities in the area of deception 
and misinformation. The lattcr, although placed in the First. 
Chief Directorate, was established to serve the needs of the 
entire EGB. 

NOSENKO's 1964 information on the organization and func- 
tions of the KGB indicated refinements of responsibilities 
in the Second Chief Directorate in accordance with the 1959 
absorption of the Fourth, Fifth, and Sixth Directorates. 
The formation of the so-called "Service" (Sluzhba) as a 
component of the Second Chief Directorate Centralized those 
political security functions (formerly handled by the Fourth 
Directorate) which were unrelated to foreigners in the USSR; 
the creation of an element entitled "the Directorate" (Uprev- 
leniye) accumplished the same thing for industrial-dconodmic 
functions formerly managed by the Fifth and Sixth Directorates. 
As for the First Chief Directorate, NOSENKO reported the up- 
grading of the Scientific and Technical Départment to direc. 
torate status, and the expansion of the Information and 

Counterintelligence Departmentsto UService: Number’:1" and “Ser- 
vice Number 2," respectively; according to NOSENKO, the 
latter organizational designation permits an increase in 
personnel without a corresponding rise in the bureaucratic 
level of the component. . 

- The accompanying charts offer a comparison of the or- 
Ganization of the KGB in 1961, as known from GOLITSYN (and 
supported by GOLENIEWSKI), and in 1964, as given by NOSENKO. 
Comments on particular weaknesses in NOSENKO's information - 
on the KGB organization since its formation in 1954 will be 
found in Part VII.B.1., Statements of DERYABIN. ἥν 
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SYN Information: December 1961 ᾿ USSR COUNCIL OF MINISTERS| 

ommittee for State Security 
hairman: V.Ye. SEMICHASTNYY 
eputies: P.I. IVASHUTIN 

A.1. PEREPELITSYN μὲ 

οὐδε τα atlegi 
poco ΓΈ ξεν, τεσεενντεξες --ττοτουεξ του ον  ΑΥΕΥ Committcel 

ee ean ee ἀν υνος ἀρ εὐ κυε 

ixyd Girectorate 

(Counterintelligence 
‘in Armed Forces) 

' "χε Directorate 

echnical Operations Directorate Department for Collation 
hief: (fnu) LALIN (sic: LYALIN) of Operational Experience 

: Pee nvestigation Directorate| Departnent of Governmen 
ma Chicf Dlrectorat (incorporated into rae communicationa 
nterintelligence} ‘Second Chief Direc 

ιᾷ: O.M. GRIBANSYV torate ca 1959) pupply Directoratel 
ommandant Departmen 

ΓΤ 
! ifth Directorate ee es enc ce amen 

_ Parectorate of _|(incorporated into ersonnel Directorate = 
g@rder Troops Secend Chief Direc- Operational Registry and 

torate ca. 1959) chives Department ΕΞ 
: Hepartment o> 

pixth Directorate ἘΞ 
_ noel 

Chief Directorate é ; 

Seventh Directorate en 
(Surveillance and ἘΠῚ] ᾿ ollegium or the : : 
vestigation) - = hekist Journal BEE 

Eighth Directorate 2 
Cipher and decipher) ᾿ ΓΕ 

{nth Directorate ᾿ a: 
(Protection of the 
Government) 

~¥ 

(Transport; incorpor- finance Departmen 
ated into Second ἜΝ 
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KO Information: January 1964 
Ὶ UEsir ‘CounefT of “απ ΤΕ στε 

Committee for ate Security 
KGB 

Chairman: V.Ye. SEMICHASTNYY rs 

Deputies: N.S. ZAKHAROV ; 
ἌΣ. PEREPELITSYN 

5.0. BANNIKOV 
L.I. PANKRATOV 

Secretariat Chairman's Group Ἵ 

Thief: KISELEV hief: V.S. BELOKONE 

ἀξ ππισεστετοτ rate τεσ τὸ 2 2211" =Ter τ Ora KGS Higher Schoo 

areign Ἐπὴν; ΠΕ ΝΆ ΚΕ αὶ "(Surveil lance) hief£: PATRUKHIN Chief: Ye.P. PITROVRANO 

ef: 2 ALM. SAKE SAKHAROVSKIY Shief: V.I. ALIDIN ὦ ; 

hie? Directorate of Border Guards oH abine 

139038 dO 
‘on Chief Directorate Eighth Chief Di7rGctora [3 

ternal Countecrintel- (Cipher-Communications) hief: ΡΤ, 2YRYANOV hief: A.M.: IVANOV 

ligence) Chief: S.N. LYALIN 

af: O.M. GRIBANOV 
{ investigative Department. fCarsonnel Directorate 

: chief: N.F. CHISTYAKOV Chief: P.I. VASILYEV : 
ed birectorate Ninth Birectorate oY 

mad Forces Counter- (Guards - "“OKHRANA" ἐς 

intelligence) hief: να. CHEKALO Registry-Archives Department dministrative Directora 

lef: I.A. FADLYKIN hief: A.V. PROKOPENKO (KhOZU) 
hief: A.D. CHETVERNYA 
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First Chief Directorate 
Chief: A.M. SAKHAROVSKLY 
Deputies: (ἔμπα) MORTIN 

Ὁ) KOTOV 

Wiath Don: Department 
Emigre 

᾿ j tenth Department 
eecnenerreeerrenn 

(Scientific and Technical 
Chief: L.R. KVASNIKOV i 

eleventh Department 
Advisors) ss 

Twelfth Department 
Outlying Districts 

Thirteenth Department 
(Executive Action) 

Chief: RODIN 8 N.B. KOROVIN 

Fourteenth Deparcment 
(Counterintelligence) 

Cc hief: V.M. KLIMKIN 

Fifteenth Department 
(Intelligence through other 
agencies 

xteenth Departnen 
Information 

Part sommittee 

Special Directorate 
(Illegals) 

Chief: (ἔπ) KLIMOV, 
δ για. PAVLOV 

Disinformation Department 
(Department "D") 

Chief: 1.1, AGAYANTS 
a ne eet ne 
communications Department 

itorial-Publishing 
De artment 

Finance ection 

Personnel De artment 

Ϊ Registry and Archives 

gher Yntelligence Schoo 

anyuage Courses 
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AGB 
First Chief Directorate 
(Foreign Intelligence) 
Chicf: A.M. SAKHAROVSKIY 
Deputies: F.K. MORTIN 

V.V. MOZSINCHECHKOV 
F, KOTOV 
V.G. PAVLOV 

First Department 
(United States and Canada) - 

Chief:  KULEBYAKIN 

Second Jepartment i 
(United Kingdom, Scandinavia) 

Chief: LITVINOV 

NOSENKO Information: January 1964 

Chief's Group 

Specia i¥ectorate 
(lllegals) 

Chief: M.S. TSYMBAL 
ΕΣ 

| Directorate Lor Scientitic- 

pag “σἰοικιοϑοτοθδοιλα speemiente 

απαικρεπ οσκος tater 

Ninth Department 
Emigre 

Levent. epartment ὭΣ, 
Satellite Advisors 

| Twelfth Department ; 
(may πὸ Edonger ext) 

“ 

Technical Intelligence 
Chief: NOVIKOV 

€rvics Wo. ἃ 
(Information) 

Chieé: may be L.R. KVASNIKOV 

| par Department τς 
(Austria, Germany) 

érvicé No. 

(Counterintelligence) | 
Chief: 

ourth Department 
(Western Europe, including 

GF. GRIGORENKO Greece 

irteenth Department 
(Terror, Assassination and 
Sabotage) 

Chief: L.A. STUDNIKOV? 
2135 ὁδὶ 

ὶ 
, cpartment Tfth Department ὍΝ 
| (Disinformation) Ct ae 

i ixth Department 
: (possibly Latin America) 

tChief: S.N. ANTONOV 

eventh Department 
(includes India and Pakistan) 

jignth Department 
(onknown need Boe 

(Cover Organizations- 
Moscow) 

Chief: Ye.T. YELISEYEV 
wo 

Special Group 
| (Chinese) 

Chief: N.A. VLADYKIN 

Operational Registry 
Department 
Chief: P. ZAYTSEV 
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TSYN Information: December 1961 

ΗΝ ‘ Sar gta neres tt 

i FacrotarLar 
Ε 

Firs: Department 
(United States) 
Chief: S.M, FENOSEYR 

Party Committee 
ῃ 

‘torate for the Security 
he Foreign Diplomatic 
"8 

Seventh Departmen 
(Visiting Tourist 
and Businessmen) 

rhirteenth Department 
(created ca. 1959) 

f ΄ pee a 
a ee Seer een σ΄ Second Department ETQGHRtH Vespa ctient Fourteen Departmen 

inited States bert. } 4{(England; possibly (Investigations) (Transport; created 
iz Canada and the ca. 1959) 

aw Nin ΦΟΡΑ͂Σ tien 
(Soviet Delegations 
and Tourists) jPifteenth Department 

Commonwealth) nce ence 
ingland Dept./- ore 

r ΤῊΣ Σὰ Departmen 
ew oe of(Austria, Germany, (Collation of Second 

Ithershe -— - om Scandinavia) ΠΈΡΙ Departnent Chief Directorate 
4 ee ade ‘piles ee (Counterintelligence Counterintelligence 

ae PO Surth Pepar emen among the Intelligensia Experience) 
"ς ~ (Other European coun- and visiting Delegations; 
NSN πῆς tries~«-France, Italy created ca. 1959) 

Ν ae Switzerland, Greece, - τῷ Sixteenth Department 
Ν ο others; Scandinavia un FTéventh Department (Struggle against 

; Ν Ν til ca, 1960) (Nationalists; created fr Contraband; createa 
q δ foe ete ca. 1959) 1960) 
t \ ΄ΦΟ ‘Lfth Department 2 
k \ (The East; probably é Departmen 
i Ν treaty organization (Economic Enterprises; ' fPersonnel| 

countries, Iran, Tur- created ca. 1959) 
key, Thailand) ὡς οἷ 

Txt epartmhen 
(The East; probably non~ 
treaty organization 
countries) 
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SENKO information: January 1964 
Second Chief Directorate 
(Internal Counterintelligence) 
Chief: O.M. GRIBANOV 

Asst. to Chief: MOLITOSLOVOV 
Secy. to Chief: Ye. S. KIRPICHNIKOV 

Deputies: F.A. SHCHERBAK 
F.D. BOBKOV 
T.A. MARKELOV 

KARDASHEV 

Secretariat 
Chief: V.V. PETROCHENKOV 

€cial Sec 
(rechnical Supnort) 
Chief: N.A. GAVRILENKO 

irst πόραττασητ 
(U.S. and Latin America) 

eventh Department 
(Foreign Tourists) 

wed Directorate of Second Chie 
Directorate Industrial Security 

hief: S.M. FEDOSEYEV Chief: A.G. KOVALENKO -Chief: Κι, MAKAROV 

econd Department ‘Tghth Department Service uf Second Chie 
(U.K. and Commonwealth, (Analysis and Machine Records) torate eal 

including Canada) ἢ] τ Chief: V.M. KCPYTOV (Political Security Control) «2 

hiet: (σιν, BONDAREV Chief: KARDASHEV tr 
~ εν P Ninth Department rr 

.Jrd Department (Students and Satellite Personnel Croup os 
(Germany, Austria, Scan- Liaison) Chief: V.I. "KUDREV mm 

dinavia) Chief; P.V. TOPTYGIN ΤΊ 

hief: N.P. NOVIK Finance Grou p 
enth Department Chief: I. KOLOSOV 

ourth Department (Intelligentsia, Foreign Cor- 
(Western Europs) respondents, and Ministry of 
hief: V.G. POVAROV Foreign Affairs) 5] 

. Chiect: i __Ye. N. ALESHIN 

1fth Department 
(East: Turkey, Iran, 
tsracl, Japan) 

hicf: A.P. DAVIDYAN 

“Eleventh Department 
(Soviet Travellers Abroad) 

Chief: Τί ZHARIKOV 

axth Department Twelfth Department 
(Afghanistan, Africa, (Speculants, Embezzlers, 
india, all others) iow τ Foreign Air Lines) 

hief: K.N. DUBAS Chief: K.2Z. DRAGUN 
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2. Modus Operandi 

Less measurzble or precise in comparison with KGB 

structure and functions are the operational methods and 

Headquarters procedures of the KGS. . NOSENKO himself has not: 

been as productive in revealing Tourist Department methods ; 

as was the document which he provided on this subject in - e 

1964. He has not been able to provide a syStematic, detailed, 

or documented review of the methods of the other Second Chief 

Directorate component to which he was assigned, the U.S. i 

Embassy Sectior, nor of the methods of the Surveillance : 

Directorate with which ne worked closely. NOSENKO neverthe- 

less has furnished insignis into the U.S. Embassy Section 

‘and Surveillance Directorate methods in the course of dis- : 

cussing specific operations. 
; : 

ΠΝ ware μιᾷ seth bea 

ταν νιν Ξαζοῖοᾷα, ἐξδέρνον 

NOSENKO brought to th: Geneva meetings in 1964 a draft ; . 

of a report to the Collegium of the KGB dated Marth 1963 on i : 

the work of the Tourist Departmert of the Second Chief Direce ; : 

torate. He claimed to nave written 3st hinself, and it bore , 

corrections in his handwriting. Tnis draft described KCB 

investigations of and opsrations against Western tourists 

suspected of being agents of forcign intelligence services, 

primarily in the period or 1961] -Ι962, It described tne 

functions of each component of the Tourist Department and 

the number and qualifications of the operational staff, 

giving figures on lenuth of service, educational background, 

forcign travel and languages, and training. It went on to 

Gite statistics on the number of foreign tourists visiting 

the USSR, and the number of foreign agent suspects uncovered 

among them througn the work of the KCB. A wide variety of 

techniques used by the Tourist Deparcrent were mentioned, 

Ὧν νοῶ μοι" ἀλικόνω ρου 

NOSENKO has made numerous references to the techniques 

described in this report, as discussed in the many cases 

reviewed in detail in tne foregoing treatment of his KGB 

career. When interviewed for further information on the 

statistics which appear throughout the 1963 draft, however, 

NOSENKO was unable to identify the operations referred to in 

the numerical citations, nor those included as illustrative 

examples of operational τοοπηϊαυσ.. ΠῚ 
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The document refers also to the role of the leadership 
of the Tourist Department in briefing other organs of the 
KGB on work against foreign tourists. NOSENKO was questioned 

on this activity but auld not recall any information contained 
in such lectures or discussions, Although the document also 
emphasized the daily. need for cuordination of the Tourist 
Department activities with numerous other components of KGB 
Headquarters and with local organs of the KGB throughout the 
Soviet Union, NOSENKO was unable to explain how such coordina 
tion was effected in practice, nor could he describe require- 
ments for the preparation and approval of. correspondence τας 
pertaining to such coordination; in many instances he asserted 
that telephone calls suificed, but he said he could-not indi- 
cate who was authorized to coordinate informally in this way. 

Apart from this information on Tourist Department modus 
operandi, NOSENKO has described the operational methods of 
the US. Enbassy Section of the American Department and of 
the Surveillance Directorate in connection with their coordinated 

activities against Embassy targets. Of particular note is 

Part V.E.3.c., in discussions of operations against Embassy 
code clerks. ᾿ 

3. Staff Procedures 

Ip recounting vrrious operations in which he participated 
or which se supervised, NOSENKO described operations and 
events which encompassed various KGB procedures. Some of 
these were: authorization for recruitment; file checks; — 
correspondence and coordination with other KGB departments, 
directorates, or regional units; technical support of opera- 
tions; administration of safe houses; KGB files and reports; 
and travel authorizations and accountings. He was from time 
to time asked to describe such procedures systematically and 
in detail. From such questioning it was not possible to 
derive any detailed picture of current KGB procedures. The 
little NOSENKO was able to provide did not differ from infor- 
mation dated 1954, and was only a small fraction of the. infor- 
mation available from earlier sources. He had no information 
on changes or developments in the interim. Examples of the 
level of NOSENKO's knowledge of certain procedures may be _ 
found in Part VII.B.1, DERYALIN's Comments, as may instances 
of inaccurate reporting of procedures. 
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ἢ. kGB Activities 

1, Overations Against Americans fu. ΕΝ : ! 
ae eee ae ey . 

In the context cf KG# recruitment operations and investigations, 
NOSENKO has mentioned 111 Americans: Forty-nine of them were said 
to have been recruited, 33 were under development, and seven re- | 
fused to collaborate with the KGB; investigations cf nearly all ᾿ 
the remaining 22 Americans were reportedly predicated on KGB 505- ᾿ 
picion or knowledge of their affiliation with U.S. Intelligence. 

Of the 49 Americans recruited, NOSENKO attributed his knowl- 
edge of nine of them to his own direct, personal involvement in 
the approaches, usually as recruiting officer; these cases are 
discussed at greater length in connection with NOSENKO's KGB 
career (Part VY}. His knowledge of 11 other recruitments was said 
to have derived rrom either indirect involvement or contact with 
the targets of these operations; NOSENKO indicated that he be- i 
came aware cf these 11 persons through his duties at varicus times 
in the America: and Tourist Departments of the KGB Second Chief 
Directorate, <ifecause of interest in American correspondents 
during 1954 ani 1985 while in the American Department, for exan- 
pie, he was able to report that five of them were KGB agents, al- 
though he had taken no part in their recruitments, which had been. 
achieved earlier; likewise, he learned of two recruitments when 
an American Department officer twice visited the Tourist Depart- 
Ment with a request for operational assistance during 1962 and 
1963, when NOSENKO was a Deputy Chief of this department. } In 
four cases--all First Chief Directorate operations--NOSENKO said 
he learned of the recruitments unoffi cially from discussions with 
friends and from remarks by other case officers which he over- 
heard. Two of tnese four cases were considered by NOSENKO to be 
among his most significant information, the penetration of the 
Orly Courier Transfér Station by U.S. Army Sgt. Robert Lee JCHN- 
SON and the recruitment in Moscow and later handling of coce- 
machine mechanic Dayle W. SMITH; detailed information on the 
JOHNSON and SMITH cases is presented after the tabulation (below) 
of NOSENKO'’s American leads. 

NOSENKO has provided no sources for his information on 25 
of the. 49 successful KGB recruitment operations against Aneri- 
cans, although he has sometimes identified the case officers in- 
volved in them; most of this information was contained in handwritten 
notes, which NOSENKO carried to Geneva in 1964. According to NOSENKO, 

‘he learned of these cases casually while Deputy Chief of the Tour- 
ist Department during 1962 and 1963; many of the recruitnents were 
said to have been accomplished in 1960 and 1961 at a time when 
NOSENKO was serving in the American Department. He has explained 
‘these notes as follows: "If I did not participate in a case, I 
don't know much about it. Please understand me. Since 1962 when 
I first began to get ready for this act {defection], any time I 
got a whiff of something which smelled like an agent, I would put 
it down. I have a regular safe in my office and then I have a 
hidden wall safe. There I may put my personal papers, notes. I 
am the only one who has a key and any little notes, like those I 
mentioned, I would put in there." 
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The tabulation below presents NOSENKO's American case leads 

under the categories of successful recruitment approaches,* de- 

velopment operations, unsuccessful recruitment approaches, and 

KGB investigations, in that order. Within each of these cate- 

gories, the tabulation summarizes NOSENKO's information, his 

sourcing and the year he reported the lead to CIA, and the re- 

sults of investigations of the NOSENKO leads by 0.5. and other 

Western security services. As indicated in the tabulation, cer- 

tain cases are discussed in greater detail elsewhere in this 

paper. 
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.« Tahulattion of American Leads 

i Recruit ment. Approache 

ἢ 

Ϊ . Lead 
t 
4 

STOR/EROSTOR S| (NOSENKO has given 
SEN THE TNCTER amd PROCTOR names on 
Ficus o¢casions.* A valuable First 
tefl Directerute ayent who travelled 
‘@rtiy ta Western Europe, where he 
fainr: a visa from Soviet contacts 
io went on to the USSR clandestinely. 

UBRECHEY. Nelsen Charles: Born 1938 
Pea Bh WTS eT tisen ore- 
cBite.t by the Seviets dn 1960 on 

asin of conpromising material; 
MBin visited the USSK in 1901 and 
add fellow tourists he was de- 
ifued by the Soviets in 1960 for 
lackmerketecring. 

ARRETT, iKohert: A guide at the 
"Ἃς Exhibitioa in Moscow in 1959, 
ARRETT was trapped in homosexual 
MOprondse by agents VOLKOV and 
EFRUEMOV, whem NOSUENKO handled. 

hough resulting photographs were 
figood quality, a moratorium had 
een imposed on approaches at the 
xhibition because of KHRUSHCHEV's 
lanned trip to the United States. 
ame photocraphs were used suc- 
essfully to recruit BARRETT: when 
si returned with another exhibit 
αἱ 10), 

nities’ 

Se ee 

oy eal of je ee μεν ees ate oe eet oc 

363. 

Sourcing and Date of Report 

Tourist Ponartment officer VN. NOS- 
SOV Learned of the case from an un- 
identified First Chief Directorate 
officer, ant he reported it to NOSENKO. 
(1964 notes) 

Source not numed. ecruited by Tour- 
ist Department during period NOSENKO 
in American Department. (1964 notes) 

Learned of compromise in 1959 through 
personal involvement as responsible 
case officer and haadler of homo- 
sexual agents. Seurce for informa- 
tion concerning subsequent recruitment 
nol given, (1964 notes) 

απ ατασηνεατενιρεεγανψα τῶ ον Deane τε ctecageten gets caue te 

εἰ A eae ca ce ae 

cp rmrege a meee mer et 
ΠΥ ΑΝ 

5 δεν oe 7 
Ἄς, 

Investigation Results... ς΄ 

One Vernon W. PROCTOR traveiled to 
the Soviet Union during the sumer 
of 1963. Investigation cuntssulng.- 

BARRETT reported his compromise sad’ 
recruitment to the FBI in Janvary | 
1962, immediately after his return 
to the United States; claingd he was 
drugged at time of Comprouise. . See 
Part V.D.4.m. for detarls ὦ, ie 

oud 
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. Ἔν Wine re 
364, - δ᾽ τὰ i ἐσ οι 

FNSTOCK, Natalie: Recruited by Source not named. <A Tourist Depart- NOSENKO's information 3 e 
Γ᾽ ΚΟΒ Wuring ἃ T92 visit to the ment case, Case officers eetia τ part in the AIS anprsech perros ᾷ SR, with full knowledge of the KRUPNOV and A.G. KOVALENKO. (1964 CHEVSKAYA is correct. RBIENSTOCK cone Bi that she was an American Intel- notes) fessed in July 1964 to recruitment 4 gence agent; case turned over to during tourist trip to Moscow in 1962 ὶ @partment Ὁ," and if she returns and to clandestine contacts with KGB 
the USSR an effort will be made upon return to USA; she claimed all break her; KGB knows of her contact was broken in late 196? or 

ἰδ in the AIS attempt to contact early 1963, at Soviet initiative. 
ef Soviet ballerina Natalia SLAVA- 
SEs ᾿ ra 
CHES, Adam: Born in 1894; has Source not named, Tourist Department Born in 1890; has a brother Aleseader 
fatives in the USSR and was re- case while NOSENKO in American Depart- born in 1896. GOLITSYN repurted that aited cn ideological grounds ment. (1964 notes) Tourist Department officer told him in ile there with a tourist group 1960 that Adam BROCHES had been Soviet 

eptember 1960, agent in 1920's and 30's in Partie under 
V.M. ZARUBIN, then an Illegal; sa coed 
guide for MAUPIN Tours visited USSR 3 
two or more times in 1959 er'3960 | as 
via Finland; KGB knew of his-history™ 3 
as Sovict agent, but suspected πὲ ν΄ on 

‘visits to USSK might be cover for ἢ ΕΞ 
American Intelligence operatios aimed “το 
at effecting contact with 2ARUAIN; 
KGB placed BROCHES whder intensive 
surveillance, and the Chief of Tiuyere! 
ist Department was planning CoiGag- 
cuss with ZARUBIN what shoule cts | 
done about big. NRRL ES AAS: ν Gad 

ρα 

δ 
Lad λοι αν 

ἐν ; 



τα για χοτδ τε te Lat tees ot. ᾿ ἴ 

ονοϊρυβ αι Geman tee cee © 

INDARTN, fnu: Born in LOL? and 

@ son ef ἃ Russian emigre 4, was 
‘Gruited an 1002 on ideological 
ounds; was an employee of the 
Gur Winds Travel Agency” in New 
rk City but left it; case is in- 
five, but the KGB is waiting for 
} to open his own travel agency. 

ΟἹ. Richard: Recruited in Kiev ain 
. § on Pastis hemosexual compromise 
INCOSENKO and Deputy Chicf of the 

Wrist Pepartrent, ALS. KOZLOV. 
INGL is a professor at Yale Uni- 
‘sity. Recruitment historic- 
y significant as it was first 

igcessful approach by Tourist De- 
wétinent, established in 1955. 

& 

ΕΝ, George: Visiting the USSR 
Ta ουδὲ in 1959, DREW was 
gtted as a homosexual by NOQ- 
INKO's agents VOLKOV and YEPRE- 
W. NOSENKO recruited DREW in 
mingrad on basis of homosexual 
wmapromise staged with assistance 
Fia homosexual agent of ‘the local 
1B in Leningrad. 

ἢ ᾿ 
PISON, Henry: U.S. citizen of 
rmenian Ovigin, recruited in : 

pril 1963 by the KGB of the Ar- 
emian SSR; recruitment based on 
d@ological grounds but not firm; 
sischeduled to return to the 
SBR in 1904, at which time the 

SHARON 

εὖ 36533 

Source not named. Tourist Repartment 
case handled by Vitaly Grigorevich 
DERA. (1964 notes) 

involvement as responsi- 
and handier of 

(1952) 

Fersonal 
ble case officer 
homosexual agents. 

Personal involvement: Agents 
reported to NOSENKO who made the 
approach. (1962) 

Source not named. Tourist Depart- 

ment case. (1964 notes) 

settee renee 

τ ᾿ ΕΝ 

Ν 
see ἣν, ze 

Eugene Peter BUNDARIN, bérn ἐν Aoedd - 
1917, is the son of ἐ δνήσβος ata a ον 
travelled to the Sovier Unies for 18 
days in 1962; employed by “Heys wiads 
Travel Agency” from June-246) μα τὶ 
April 1962, when he loft-ta travel ° 
abroad, now working for Herses travel, 
Tuc. of California: 

νι 

ws 

ee 
wh ne i Rig ᾿ ad 

She. 

the 
Aad 

Henry APISSON, a naturalized U.S. 00" 

Citizen visited the USSR in 1965... δ, 
and planned to return in 1964; owna 

a hotel and restaurant near West fee 

Point, N.Y.; interviewed in 1968 .᾿ 

and admitted contacts with Soviets: ::- 

in Armenia; said he may have. gav@a,. τὸ 

Εν 
πο ἀ μον ἐραριλαδς τέγος δέ fh τηνι beam mate 
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KOD will attempt to consolidate 

ἐξα relationship; has access to a 

Military installation in the New 

a suburbs. 

FRIPPEL, Arsene: American Express 

Company representative in Moscow 

Irecruited by NOSENKO and VoD. 

JCUELNOKOV, Deputy Chief of the 

oe Department, in 1959 on 

basis heterosexual conpromise. 

INOSENKO handled FRIPPEL until he 
Yyegt Moscew in 19ol and met him 

ἔνδον he later returned with tour 

groups. npreductive Bee 

R, Preston: ΓΤ -ASso- 

Ἢ Pregs correspondent in Mos- 
agent. 

qGROVE 
ἡ τα τὸ 
σον; 15. a recruited KGB 

fasts Giselia: An employee of 

H the Muncrican Express Company in 

| Salt Lake City, HARRIS visites 

the USSR as a tourist in 1958 and 

i wis recruited ty NOSENKO on basis 

of her remant ic involvement with 

Ϊ Soviet mule Case turned over 

i to First chief Directorate. and 

NOSENKO unuware of euver ayes 

developments. 

“Suge ect rt ΣΝ ΝΗ τον πα eC κεν 

366. 

Personal involvement: Took part in 

recruitment and was later handling 
officer. (1962) 

Source not named. A Tenth Depart- 
ment case. (1964) 

Personal involvement as recruiting 

officer (1964) 

LON ne oe ge ee trans gages τ τὲ πλ σεν πὰ νον “τ μὰ + one ep πρηπτγττεγγατοοσῖντ, παν σφεραιρηττφυπγρουυ σόν ac πίθον χυσϑεν τ ττα εον τ 

HERE eee) 

impression of wilLingnsas 0 “ae 
Soviets in USA if they ve to seat 
West Point; seid he did NOt rogile 
ize the approach was _ for intelli- 
gence ῬΌΤΡΟΒΕΞΒ. 7 

fmerican Express Company τ Tepresentas 
tive in Moscow from April 1939 to 

Joreryiewcd ω FBI January 1961. 

No derogatory ἘΠ. GROVER 
retired in 1965 and new tives ke 
France with his wife. . Latter was 
born in St. Petersburg, Rutedn, aad 
apparent] emigrated at. saul: 
time of the Revolution an A¥i7. 

GROVER met her in Moscow, wisve ‘ghe 

was ἃ correspondent for « fsoach 

erage μετ Eye eye 

Bh ἱ Fas ¥ : 



ARD, Herbert: Recruited by the 

PGuring his fourtmonth ΤΟΥ to the 
Embassy in Moscow in the spring 

1062; was on temporary USIA ser- 

ef, on a publications procurement 

Saon, 

t 

INSCN, Robert Lee? In 1962 and 
‘3, the KOS hid an ageat, mame 
nown, who was assigacd to an 
artant military installation 
it Paris and had access to highly 
iGitive materials. On six or 
‘gn occasions technicians from 
‘{Special Technical Section or 
‘Second Chief Directorate 
Welled to Paris to assist in 
Ting envelones taken from the 
sit at this installation. 
BNKO described this First Chief 
,ectorate cuse as the most in- 
@ant information he learned 
ile in Moscow Juring 1962-164. 

367, 

Source was Go). GRYAGKNOV, U.S. 
Nahbassy Section, asked NOSENKO'S 
help in obtaining a hotel room 

near HOWARL's for a woman from 
Leningrad. (1964) 

Source was G.f. GRYALNOV, U.S. 
Embassy Section, In 1963, NOSENKO 
asked GRhYAZNOV for an agent who 
could be used against ἃ visiting 
American delegation, and JAFFI was 
suggested. At the time, NOSENKO 
was in Tourist Department. (1964) 

Sources were various technicians of 
the Special Technical Section who 
were directly involved in the case 
and with whom NOSENKO was on good 
terms by virtue their collaboration 
in ‘Moscow Tourist Department opera- 
tions. (19564) 

ΓΘ. ᾿ τὴν che ΝΕ ΞΕ ΣΝ 

HOWARD 

Before NOSENKO's information was re- 
ceived, JAFFE reported recrudtmeat 
by "Slava" KISLOV in October 1962; 
in a CIA interview in December 3966, 
JAFFE did not recognize A.K. KISLOV's 
photograph but identified a photograph 
of KUSKOV as being the KGh otficer 
who recruited him in 1962. JANFE 
was expelled trom the USSR in October 
1965; he is now serving visevhore 
abroad and apparently has net yet 
been interviewed by the FBI on tha- 
basis of NOSENKO's information, 

Identified as Sgt. Robert Lee JOHNSON 

who, in January 1965, confossed hov- 

ing been KGB agent since 1953 aad 

confirmed NOSENKO's description of 

vault entrics at Orly Courier Transe 

fer Station, Paris, JOINSON is now 

in prison as result of NOSENSG Lead. 

‘For full description see Part, ΥΣ ἢ» 

ey om ἢ aut 



YN Ten cect are gem + 

Visited the US: 

and wee apprnac 
Mut al ihoudi: 

ne would ἃ 

contacted: 

SARS, Farst Chied 
‘gyrate has not ΣΟῚ ἐν up 

approach; noc an active 

4 

LUNT, an AMGric in 

™ Slavie philology, was 
peed an 9G) by the Bulgar. 

ym Safaa on the 

oxual comoromise, St 
mn Sofza on temporary 

yoment as an advisor to the 
fecal service, helped the Bulryarians 

ο Mount tha operation but dad moe 
artivipate darectly. LUNT pre- 

viruslyv visited Moscow several 
mes an‘_ his homosexual tenden- 

s had been noted by the KGB. 

bode ὡς Peed τῆς στον παμησαι εαασημθνμειν κύρια eRe θοῦ ὡς με οάνολ τρῶν 

wi involvement as KGB ad- 
σον te belgarians; LUNT's homo- 
sexuality oarlier reported to 

KO by one or both of his homo- 
αὶ agents, VOLKEOV and YEPREMOV. 

Se πεσοπασον ge mr Mme eter renee ts 

ieee Mente i Twrote o pam= 
phict about ἃ 1958 incicant which 
was available te lecture audtlenwes 
t least as early ἀφ 2900. 

Immediately following hie reccuit- 
ment by the Bulgarian MVD on 6 May 
1961, LUN? travelled to Yugoslavia 

where he recounted th. inezaent in 

tlatadl te Ambasvades Georga NEANAN, 

an academic culleague. ani? da cure 

rently a professor end Head of the 

» Department of Slivig Lanrgeagud and 

Literature at Harvard, : Δ 

SE ay ae 
oe RTE? νει τον acier een eae Sk ae 

Son a TaN Mote? TEI An oe 



ee cilia Ea ho al 

‘GON, W.E.; A Baptist minister 

otatitornia, JOUNSON visited 
Soviet Union in 1962 and was 

‘éted mailing letters which were 

deritical of Soviet life. It 

decided to approach him and 

‘@ him to stop this activity. 

it has been determined that 

NSON was ἃ homosexual, a compro- 

eiwas arranged involving one of 

ENKO's two homosexual agerts, 

KOV and YEFREMOV. Compromising 

tographs were made in the Metro- 

Hotel in Moscow and JOHNSON was 

roached by NOSENKO, who obtained 

igned statement in which JOHNSON 

‘dged to stop criticizing the 

R. No attempt was made to Tre- 

it him for intelligence acti- 

y. JOHNSON was later seen enter- 

“ithe U.S. Embassy, and it was 

umed that he had reported the 

woach. In 1962 NOSENKO said 

1g- happencd in January of that 

ag; in 1964, he said the approach 

gimade in the spring of 1962. 

NTOR, Melvin: A student at Har- 

τ who was Tecruited on ideolo- 

cal grounds in 1961; case turned 

Ὁ to the First Chief Directorate. 

Legere yee i on hi tele tee 

368. 

Personal involvement as handler 

of hemosexual agents, and Tourist 

Department otficer who approached 

JOHNSON. NOSENKO alluded to the 

approach in 1962, without naming 

JOHNSON, In 1964 he brought a note 

to Geneva with JOHNSON's name and 

the date "5. January 1062." He in- 

sisted in 1964, however, that this 

date had no connection with JOHNSON 

ar-l had no significance to him. 

(1962) 

A Tourist Depart- 

while NOSENKO was 

(1964 notes) 

Source not named. 

ment case in 1961 

in American Department. 

ac apr iggeay segenen mene genni Aen nqermegytar: Fore τσ δ oe 

JOHNSON reported the approach to 

the American Embassy on 5 January 

1962, describing his compromise. and 

the approach by Georgiy Ivanovich 

NIKQLOV [sic; NIKOLAYEV was one of 

NOSENKQ.s aliases] : 

ἃ Slavic-languagse 

Instructor at the University of Marvin KANTOR, 

Michigan, visited USSR in. 1958 

admitted Soviet Intelli- 
and 1959; 
gence contact in 1959 when inter- 

viewed by CIA in TOOT; rei vie 

b FBI. 

EO πα πων EN AO εκ σνσαυατνοιπαων UCR Sek StH RY, = δ 

ΡΥ ΥΕΥ seems Tye τ στο nett at! 

we geen © 



προ βόε οι Ήκρο τα Ree crpermmen ies sy meee Gee we ates 

and was morc 

times: aithou 

said he would 
contacted; 145 

KERAPT, Farst Chiod 

has not rel lowest i. 

not an avtave 

he 3 
rusttal af 
arerchovate 

mothe: approach; 
FASC. 

Horace Ge LENT, an American 

seer Of Sdavic philoloyy, was 
Recrurtes in 1961 by the Bulgarian 
gervicu in Sofia on the basis of a 
homosexual compromise. NOSENKS, 

who was 2 Sor.a on tenporary 
assianment as an advisor to the 
focal service, helped the Bulgarians 
to mount the operation but did not 
Participate directly. LUNT pre- 
viously visited Moscow several 
times and his homosexual tenden~ 
@ies had been noted by the ΚΟΒ, 
i 

tat 

source not 

Department 

A Tourist 

(1964) 

Porscnal involvement as KGB ad- 
visor to Bulgarians; LUNT's homo- 
sexuolity carlier reported to 

ἘΧΏΔΙῚ agents, 
SEUKO by one Se both of his homo~ 

VULKOV and YRFREMOV. 

Ne ee agai ον στε 

; aaa a : ta ὦ μϑ1|5 
phiaut about the 1958 ineluent which 

avadlabla to lecture audiences 
αἱ least ag early aga 1969. 

Immediately following his recruite- 
ment by the Bulgarian MVD on 6 May 
1961, LUNT travelled to Yugoslavia 
where he recounted the inciuent in 
detail to Ambassador George KENNAN, 
an academic colleague. LUNT is 
rently a professor and Head of the 
Department of Slavic Languages and 
Literature at Harvard. ff 

δ μευ κα Bem 
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ΑΕΔ ὡς ements «es cet vacate tone * αν 

MERTENS, Rolert: Professor from 

fennosnce who was recruited by the 
KGD in Minsk in 1959 on homosexual 

grounds: case of no value and was 

dropped by the KGD. 

τ 

pond. 
5 Ame Peas 

πα τιν ba Mancow pn dare 

BECHTER, Bernard: PECHTER was 
@oryio.e by the KG a Mose 

peu. 

ΠΑ, ΡΥ μα Came ta tha 
Se TE, rae : 

ἘΠῚ TS tobe s 1007 wath a dele 

gation of Amirictan metallurgists 

and was recruited by the KGP; cas 

then handed over to the Pirse Chiet 
Directorate, 

370. 

Personal involvement as responsible 
case officer who approached MERTENS. 
Reported without name in 1962. 

Gource not named. NOSMNKO said: 
"Thay as all | know. The Saveonth 

tourist} bepartment recrurted him 
bot 1 death knew the case offienr, 

τ was on τῶν at the time so I doen't 

know any coraiis." (1964) - 

(1964 notes) Sources nob named. 

Seuree not named, (L964 notes) 

ἑ 
. ἢ 

* vies nae fie ge την nee © cote Remon sera ann feet 
ἣν ΤΣ isd UR ΤΥΤΟΤΥ 
eS : 

ἦ 
By 

: ae πλλέχως 
ἔξ : 

Ἐπ᾿ ὼς aes ἘΠ ttimestenenativaenanerlnniee +s peapmatibanenenvet Athan SEEN + 

αὖ 

Identified as Aron PRESSMAN, a bong= 
time Communist and a close friend 

of Bernard KOTEN (see Bert VsF.6.)7 

in about 1945 sister married & Gove 

tet citizen identified as. ἃ courier 

for Soviet Intelligence.:' Gio has. 

᾿ς “is oe 

ἀρὰ 
ΡΝ ΟΝ 

been living in Soviet Union with him 

- for many years ginc@e.. °°. ue Ἴ- 

ἐπτῖρα rom aie meager τὸ τσ 



falter: Pregident of World ᾿ς 
a 

+ sens: armen etm “ον 
ASK, 
de ours; was recruited on the Ussr 

n£2960 and has made several trips 

hea? used for spotting tourists 

ἢ intelligence affiliations; EGU 
received oniy one open cove 

sage from RASK since recruat~ 

“BERTS, Spencers Recrurred on cece ΞΕ: ἐς ar 
aunds ain Gochasa at 

case turned over 

hrectorate ss HGS 

SO SSO EOS 
fesse to FSi: 

oto the KGE. 

whe formor πον we wih 

δ τον τσ ον aris AMDAaSShuor 3 

‘reacner in ἀσζσας aero} 
— 4 a . . ap eee om ge Ὁ 4's: - rt iy eBool in Moscow was recruited cn 
orn 

4 ἊΨ sis of sexual involvements 

John: During a 1959 vasit 
STINT Tsk his homosexuality was 
iBcovercd but no action taken une 
id 1962, when RUFE was recruited 
nia homosexual compromise; case was 
8 
3 

rminated in 1963 and, while active 
only of marginal value, 

371. 

Source not named. Recruited by 
‘Tanyist Bepartiment officer Ye.N. 
Nesrovy while NOSENKC was in Ameri- 
can Departinent. Met by American 
Tourist Section officers on trips 
subsequent to 1960. (1964 notes) 

Source net nemed. 
because RKUBERTS fore 
asuy employee in 

SKOV, and V.M. 
. NOQSENH iearnsd of events 
from B.A. SOLOMATIN, First 

Lrectocate Officer assigned 
rican Tiepartment. (1964) 

VE oh ented, Ay Ameracan Dee 

Ste HOLA said he did 

weg recruited her because 
or ain U.i. Mmbassy Section, 

partment, at time of 
εἰ αὐ notes) 

Sourea net named. A Tourist Depart 
ment cane at time NOSENKO serving 

there. (10. notes) 

SHR ce ee yee eee 

bP epi Ay 
Η 

Case run by Ameri- 

in 1962 ROSS reported te the ἈΠΟ τὶ" 
can Embassy her arrest in Kiev in 
1958 on charges of immoral Dehevior 

ovict citiz in ἡ δ 

awe NOW b 

In 1964 RUFE, a New York attorney, — 

confessed that he had been conpromised 

in the USSR in 1962 and wat: ia cane 

tact with Soviets in USA duriag 1962 

and 1963; contact broken in: Novame ¢ 

ber 1963. een fae ES 

n USA. 



NYT Tseng 

‘BRN, Gerald: Recrnited in Moscow 

Touris’ Department in 1958 or 1059 

gdeolopgical grounds. He is valu- 

@ all-purpose agent, His KGB 

ptonym is “EDVIN."” 

Correspondent who 
VErTiT Td some time prior to 

$, when NOSENKO entered Aneri- 

ni Departmont. Basis of recruit- 

nt uninown. SHAPIRO produced 

ly political information. His 

Beocryttonvis eas “VALERTY" for 

ny years, but has now been changed 

MPETRA™ Τὴ 1953 SHAPIRO was be- 

vandiled by Venyamin Alekseye-- 

ch KOSLOV and in 1964 his case 

ficer was Filip Denisovich BOBKOV, 

ἃ ef the deputy chiefs of the 

cond Chief Directorate, At one 
me he was handled by Vladislav 
IWSHUK 

vee 

IATTAUER, Sofia Greta: Recruited 

GPotand by Soviets in 1946-47 
ὁ never contacted because KGB 

‘lieved she was known to American 

itelligence; again recruited in 

atember 1962 when she returned 

kSoviet Union. . 

σε comes gE ee pe ETE re, Carre eee ΠΥ tee 5, Β 

372. 

Sources were the Deputy Chief 

of the Tourist Department, V.D. 

CHELNOKOV, and the case officer, 

VOM. IVANOV. NOSENKO was Deputy 

Chief of the section working 

against American, British, Cana- 

dian, and Commonwealth tourists at 

the time. (1964 notes) 

SOSENKO read SHAPIRO's development 

file in 1953 when responsible for 

operations against Anerican journal- 

ists. Case then being handled by 

NOSENKO's friend, V.A. KOCLOV. 

(1962) 

Source was D.A. DITYATEV, Tourist 

Department case officer who re- 

cruited SHATTAURR. (1964 notes) 

eer noe on 

Russian-born parents; name origin- 
ally was Gennadiy SEVASTYANOV. En- 
joys special residence arrangements 
in Moscow; strongly ;suspect as KGB 
agent prior to receipt of NOSENKO 
lead. 

SEVERN has not. re- 

turned to the United States since 
July 1961 and has not been interviewed 
by the FBI. GOLITSYN said that in 
early 1959, the American Section of 
the Fourteenth (Counterintelligence) 
Department, First Chief Directorate, 
had an agent whose KGB cryptonya was 
"EDVIN'; possibly an American with 
Russian background or relatives. . 

SHAPIRO has lived almost exclusively 

in USSR since 1933 and is married 

to a Soviet citizen. GOLITSYN re- 

ported in 1961 that KGB officor kOV- 

SHUK had been handling an Amexican 

correspondent, whose cryptonym was 

"VALERIY''; GOLITSYN be 

was SHAPIRO. ¥ apie 
See roi ΚΑ ΑΝ : 

ier te Rie ree ET At 
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HUBTN, cohn:  SHURTN a professor / NOSESKO was in the Tourist Depart-— John Andrew SHUBTIK, born 26 February ὁ 
q New Work Univers ity, born 1915 ment at time of SHUBIN's first visit, 1915, a professor of cconce ce at NYU, 
my Calitornic, wus spotted by AGB and because of his Russian background, In the ie Uhl ς SHUBIN was δὲς ταϊοῦ 

ee riding in a GNU car in special surveillance was assigned to with ee 
δον sometime curing Toss or 19549, SHUBIN, When SHUSIN arrived in 1963, peal eee 

hysit es were miele with the GRU, NOSENKO, who was Deputy Chief of the 

requested that tre EGR make no Tourist oes was son ee ΣῈ τς = 
τ ko contact SHUBIN, Sn this the Chief of the American Touris 5 Fe ny a 

SKE rosea SHUBIN to be Section, ἕνα, DERA. (1964) ie te tenttees canal ἐπὶ ee as 
BIN was in Moscow ΡῈ nea ae 44 

pe =D 

3 38. 
& omen 

» Davie: Nane unknown, EGB Varicus sources named at cifferent Identified as Dayle W. SMITH, who 3 
ΟΊ ANLREY,' 3 code-machine times, KOVSHUK appears to be main in 1963 confessed his recruitsent g 

achanic at the American Embassy in source, but others mentioned were by the KGB while in Moscow but has ~ 
σον, was recruited by Norman NG. BAGRICHEV, V.A. CHURANOV, and denied furnishing anything of values Φ 

lgkhayidovach BORODIN sometime during. GL. ZHUKOV. (1962) to the Sovicts. SMITH is currently ‘ 

$3-4953 (various dates given at being questioned by the FBZ. do χα 
‘@riouc tines}. VANDREY' provided tired inom the Army in December 1961 - 
weh valuable informotion in Moscow and lost access to U.S. Goverraant 
imd αὐτόν his return to the U.S., information at that time.‘ See Part 
‘OB officer V.M. KOVSHUK travelled υ VI.D.3.b. whem 
ὁ Washington to reactivate him. As εἰ 
ξ 1962, "ANDRLY" was working at 
ome military district command in 
fashington area and was furnishing | 
information of value. This case 
me of two items NOSENKO first 
€fered to sell CIA in 1962. 
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JOCHUREK , Howard: The Time /hife Source nok named. Tourist Nepart- SOCHUREK, who was in Moacow fron 1956 
an in Te πύξοος, Toe One Or uw years; was ment involved in case in 1962. until 1960, reported to the U.S. Emb- 

robably an agent of Vadim BTRYUKOV, (1964) . assy a number of instances when the 
Soviets attempted to pressure him and 
described contact: with KG3. officers; 
han named BIRVYUKOV ag the guide and 
interpreter wha invarlably accompan- ‘ 
ied him while stationed in the USSR. 

TRIGUR, Andrew Jor U.S. corres~ Source was perhaps VLA. FO“LOV, who Numerous reports of Communist affilia- 

ponnent 4 inh Teaw and an agent of was handling STETORH in i953. NO- tions and of suspicion that he wag an 

fhe KGW there, veportiny on poise SENKO saad he may have learned of anformant for the Soviets; married to 

@acal motters; refunad ta cocr το "accvicentaliy" when ROsLOV a Soviet national. - ae 7 

Ate with the KGB in the Ur to translate an AP dis- : 

States or in Geneva later (19 92) 

; 3 : μ- 
ἔπος ΕΝ ne nated. νῶν Embassy Sece Formerly a member of the CPUSA, STEVENS ‘ging 

ταν." “mag anand ene whon Hee joined in claims to have broken'with the Party in [5.3 

Bsec ws Lo provide me ng eas Ly KUYSIUK dur-= the early 1930's; soon thereafter he Pad 

é: orfleral views RY, d's 1960-196. assignment first visited Moscow and has lived 8 

£ SOvVLGn Leclar OnS¢ ΘΝ Sepaziment. NCSENKO there intermittently since: married 

is warviage toa a Sovieh woman and 2en STEVENS in company to a Soviat; many reports on file 

Bes iivolertent with other Soviet τὸς of his extensive blackmarket and dlle- i 

women mayo drove been ΓΟΠΕΟΣ Ὁ an δι: gal currency activities and of his be 

ecrultrioat KGB beliewes ba may close cece ONE eee with PONIES i : 

E ὶ ἢ an δος οὐ ΟΣ 5. a “ὦ Ν ee Lt 
plans to use this to incroase 
trol over han. As of μῶν ae 
Was furnishing only superficial 
nformation. 

TVENS, Prancia: Former Stat: Depart=  Sevree not named. U.S. Embassy Left a detailed written repork: at ne 
fier “unployce asbigned to Moscow; vie heetion cise handled by V.M. KOV= Embassy for Ambassador THOMYSOK Sm 
dted UsSR in 1941 as a tovrist; then SHUEK and V.a. KLYPIN when NOSENKO mediately after the incidert:. ay vam 

working as ἃ correspondent; was com- assigned to section in 1960-1961. interviewed by Minister Counsellor the 

promised in a blackmail operation in (1964 notes) ya ᾿ 
which he was accused of rape; agreed to 
Cooperate, STEVENS described approach in 
ἃ letter to his ἐσεῖς which he left at the 
Embassy. Letter was opened and read by 
Minister Counsellor, who at once dictated 
@ cable to the State Department describing 

‘the events. This was heard by the KGB via 
- 



REET ene τα Us PPE NTE yet: Ce ae ot oe sone 

Counsellor's 
Chief Direc- 

tne Minister he microphone in 
given to First ffice. Case wis 

rate. 
oxk, but NOSENKO was unsure whether this was 

NE » 

VENCHANSRIY, Alexander: Owner of “Afton 

BULB, a New Tore travel agency, and of 
Russianelanguage bookrtort in Chicaqo; 

aS recruited by the Toursst Departmenn in 

dscow in 1961; was used to spot interest- 
: in autumn Ng ceourasts coming to USIP. 

963, EOSUNKO, then Parse Deputy Chief of the 

GUrast bepartmeant, tock case over from Yev- 

ry Nikolayayvich NOSHOV and subsogqaently 

Ὁ otwise Wath SVENCHANSR TY, Rael time’ 

Re on UVENCHANIA DY : fev CONS SEC rst 

OOS ema was Buspic.ons he 

PRY Pa 3 aici 

bia! ere 
CE : Lt : tases wes 

n Tout en che basis of ner love for a 

@viet:; turnee over to Chiss 

#rectorate which helped her ob 
Sane ΟΝ ἘΜῸΝ 

Rs pe ge 
Pao 

art 

as ΕΝ, τῷ ὦ 

ὩΣπΟν, Vasiliv Andrevevich: A construc- 
Comer anaes ems rts Sone “--....»ὄ»ἦ, τ οὁὦνμὼο . 

aon company employer; was recruited dy 
he KGB in the δυο of 1962 in the USSK 
@x use in emigre operations. 
Η͂ 
4 

375. 

ECM planned te contact STEVENS in New 

Personal participation as senior 

Nourist Department officer after 

transfer from American Department 

in 19#2, SVEMNCHANSKLIY's case offi- 

cer after mid-1963. (1964 notes) 

Sources net πασῶν Reeruited by 
Four.st Oepartment wilile NOSENKO 
was in @&incrican Department. 

(1964) 

Source mot named. Recruited by 

Tourist Department in 1962, when 

NOSENKO there. (1964 notes) 

Born in Russia, SVENCHANSKIY emi- 
grated to USA in 1923. Has travelled 
frequently to Moscow; during and fol- 
lowing World War 11 had extensive 
contacts with Soviets; close con= 
nections with numbers of known CPUSA 
members. Several accusations of Sov- 
ict espionage on record... Linkeu to 
Soviet espionage in USA by Harry 
GOLD in 1950. Another similar state- 
ment by GOLD reported in New York 
Times in 1953 (see Part V.E,5.). 

In 1960 it was reported that TORREY 
planned to defect to the USSR bocause 

she was in love with a Soviet named 
Yuriy Petrovich NIKOLAYEV; in 1961 

she married an American. Ia 1962 the 

KGB defector GOLITSIN reported KGB 

attempts to recruit an american iden 

tifiable with TORREY during an Octo~ 

ber or Novenber 1959 visit to Moscow. 

There is no indication she has been 

employed by the UN or NATO, although. 

she worked fer the Pan American Union 

during 1954-1959, - 

A carpenter and religious fanetic 
living in California; has a record ‘ 

“of many arrests; may be mentally dise 

turbed; travolled to USSR in 1962. 
i abe: in$ 



LSKTY, 
Ay Travel “\hroad," VOLSKIY was re- 
udted in 1962 on ideological 
Otinds; his mission is to spot 
Spicious tourists. and to notify 
BE RGR hy open code. 

τι William: Student at Vienna 
fWersity. recruited in luo) in 

rieological grounds; now 
AGB First Chief Direc- 

PhS Thomas: American cor- 
sponient Thomas WHITNEY was re- 
bated Ly the KGB in Moscow seome- 
1@ betore 1953, when NOSENKO 
ihed the KGB. In 1983 he was 
ing handled by Venyamin KOZLOV 
the American Embassy Section. 
was furnishing information 
the American Unbassy, political 
O@ruation, and personal infor- 
fon on Americans in Moscow, 
‘@sed to cooperate further with 
KGB after leaving Moscow. 

Fe Aon ae Be ae fymeninait rat ae 
epee δ λῶν : 

Scurce not named, 
case in 1962. 

Roris: President of “Ameri- Tourist Depart- 
(1964 notes) 

Tourist Depart- 
mont case in 1961, when NOSENKO in 
American Department. (1964 notes) 

NOSUNKO said he perhaps 
“aecidentally" 

ROZLOV who was han 

learned of 
from V.A. 
WHITNEY in 

the case 

Interviewed by E 
ΜΝ Gree 

WALLACE visited the Soviet Unaiea in: 
1961, interviewed on 28 February 1965 
in Vienna, he admitted spproach by 
unidentified Soviet but claivad he 
refused to “help them"; ssid there 
have been no further attempta τὸ con- 
tact him. 

rviewed by 
i 

the F 
ty 

BY 
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377. 

Source not named. 1962 American 
Department case. NOSENKO's friend 

and former American Embassy Section 
subordinate, V.Ve KROSOLAPOV, was 

directly involved in the case, which 
took place when NOSENKO was back in 
the Tourist Department. (1962) 

KGB in the OSGR an Του; 

en fudled to ἄρματ ata 
Denon. 

they 

πὲ 

Source not named. Tourist Depart~ 
nant case while NOSENKO was in 
American Department. (1964 notes) 

Source was M.A. SHALVYAPIN, who re- 

eru: i A "SASHA"; also possibly heard 
of from Yu.I. GUK, Yu.A. LOPUK~ 

HOV, and V.M. ROVSHUK. 

i@rmany as ἃ δ᾿ 

Btelligence in late 1962 or 
rly 2963. 

me: Ui wns ἃ U.S. citiaan “ave No indication of source. (1964) 
goin yacund; ἃ Furvler morried 
a Soviet national who is herself 

Plong-time KSB agent. He was τὸς 
wited when he visited Leningrad 

@r fur exhibits between 1950 
id 1962. 

. 

ciently u 

On mission for the U.S. Army at the 
time of their arrest, the YOUNGERS 
reported thoir recruitment immedi-~ 
ately on leaving the Saviet Union, 
KGL officer KOSOLAPOV travelled 
to Copenhagen under alias in 1962, 
at the time the YOUNGERs were sup- 
posed to meet with KGB in Denmark. 

Interviewed in London in 1964, 2ITRING 
admitted blackmarketeert t denied 
recruitment; ® ἃ τῷ ig few τον, 
ΠΣ Σ Si 

3 

Investigations by CIA,. 
Sec 

Unidentified. 
ACSI and the FBI continue. 
Part VI.D.3.a. : 11.912 401. 

Ce 
Unidentified, possibly Daniel Echicl 

SHERICH, who married a Soviet na- 

tional in 1955; marriage was suffi- 

nusual at that time to be 
τοὶ ve 2 ἀν Δὲ ERE AAC Sa A ee 

ai 

Te eR ae ee 



ϊ , 

ame Unknown, KGB cry} tonym 
er ἃ {πε agent in Geneva 

wre he is employed by the 
nternational Labor Organiza- 
ion. 

ame Unknown: KN. SMIRNOV 
ravel led from New York City to 
emeva in 1962 (while NOSENKO 
ag there) to meet an agent, 
writer who was a former U.S, 
tate Department employee, possi- 
ly with prior service in Mos- 
‘w; in 1962 this target had 
tremely good connections in 
i€lueatial U.S. circles. 

| i 
: 

creates ete gata tre | δ Sse gi ἀρρϑξδου δῷ ap 
ὍΝ" t 

378. 

Source was Yu.I. GUK, in Geneva 
in 1962. 

Source not named. Handled hy 
SMIRNOV in Geneva in 1962. (1962) 

Unidentified, possibly Pecan 
Wilson HAYDON, long-time counsellor- 
librarian of the ILO; as early as 
1950 was reported to be "well known 
for his Communist sympathies" and 
‘for being associated with Soviet In- 
telligence networks in the United 
States and Canada. Other possible 
candidates also under examination. 

Unidentified, possibly Prengss ; 
STEVENS (see vabove) ere wd 

τ é rd 

fMRI are ore te το οπον παρε σενσυπε et 
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ἢ Development Operations 

Lead 
MSTRONG, Rohert: The Ambassador's 
Te THoMoscon 1s ὰ dionasexuwi wad 
Glose friend of Stephan HOFFMAN 
ec below); he is known to be hav- 
g homosexual relations with 
hannes BUHLE, a code clerk at the 
nish Embassy; no other informa- 
an available. 

. Frank; NOSENKO identified DAY 
ἃ State Nepartment code clerk in 
scow in the 1960-1961 period. He 
ς a target of either KOSOLAPOV or 
YAZNOV (NOSENKO could not recall 
dch), but ne active operational 
asures were taken against him for 
ch of opportunity. NOSENKO said 
did not remember anything inter- 

ting or unusual about DAY from con- 
aled microphones, telephone tapes, 
gurveillance and that he did not 
member DAY's KGB file, although he 
ad “skimmed τ." NOSENKO also said 
at he did not know who DAY's 
Osest American or foreign friends 
re, or the names or descriptions 
any agents working against him, 
8150 did not know of any trips 

Υ may have taken outside the USSR 
d doubted that DAY took any inside 
8. USSR. The KGB had no deroga- 
ry information on DAY and was 
aware of any vulnerabilities he 
ght have had.. : 

ee Nae 

“AE peme ores τραφτντε θα πὶ τν Cn aye eee gt 

379. 

Sourcing and Date of Report 

Source not named. A U.S. Embassy 
Section case at time NOSENKO said 
he was Deputy Chief of this section. 
(1964) 

Involvement as supervisor of opera- 
tions against American code clerks, 
(1964) 

σεν. at cleat alae cea ces Sa did 

Investigation Results 

Recalled from Moscow on the basis 
of this information, ARMSTRONG ad- 
mitted the truth of the allegations 
and resigned from the State Depart- 
ment in August 1964; he denied having 
been approached by the KGB. 

DAY arrived in Moscow by train from - 
Helsinki in May 1960 and. served ‘ 
there until October 1961. After 
living alone for several months in 
America House, he moved.into the 
Embassy compound where he roomed 
successively with State Department 
code clerks BRIDGEWATER, SALSAVAGE, 
and GARLAND In July 1961 DAY 
travelled to the Caucasus with his. 
friend G. Stanley BROWN, who - was the 
Agricultural Art 

(see Part V.E.3.£.). 
atéY Féported to the State De- 

partment Office of Security that the 
_ two were followed by five surveil- 
lants at all times, that on. one 
occasion when they returned to their 
hotel room they found four "repair-. 
men’ there, and that while traveling | 
by train on this trip they shared ‘ 
a compartment with “an available and 
attractive Soviet female." DAY de- 
nied any approach by Soviet Intelli-. 
gence, any homosexual activities, 
and any heterosexual activities with 
Soviet females in Moscow, or that he 
had participated in blackmarket activi- 
ties while there. (He was aware of 



ΣΟ ee ee eee "πος em yntysaenavnats teas 

ΠῚ 
᾿ 

the fact that a number of his 
acquaintances were involved in cur~ 

$y 

f KOSOLAPOV's agent, according i 

te NOSENKO.) DAY said that he had 

sold a hi-fi set at a laree profit 
to an Egyptian when leaving Moscaw 
(probably °F ete GRVAGNOV'S 
agent, accoruin ΝΟΣ ag 

Hoaviewing a U.S. Persoonal involvement a5 supervi-~ DWELLY was assigned to Moscuy δ 
: : » 

Lust in Seprember sor of code clerk operations anc a code clerk from April 1959 to July 

believed that handler of homosexual agents YEFRE- 1960. He was interviewed by tha Cf- 

EY 
a NUS 

7 
H 

aotigeai vie st hte 
(oie. Gain Ne Seay 24 

Berica was a cede clerk during the MOV and VOLKOV. (1984) fice of Security of the Dewy 

4 } 

Ἷ 

[ 

i 
[ 
᾿ 

| 
[ 

᾿ 
t 

i 
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| 
! 

ΛΈΝΕ sana of State in March 196» Oey ret : 
i ὃ san A a er eo ἀν βόμν : 

wis nO of NOSENKO's informati so ΣΕ ἄφες ie | 
¢ εὖ a : ey io a a mt wae 

| 

| 

and that 
ἐν 

LAG Ὁ 
CwWeLLy or the 

WhO στ ἢ mave 
Ca 

echo 

τι ἡ δὺς Ἰὼ  οξδισ 

SOUADIV and ὧς ἔν 

ytarrogntion on ¢ 

τς 
Se 

the &€GB was “lao 

was a homosexual, 

gard, “a big hunt 

if number of evenings 

LEY was known to be free fron 

ork, NOSEHKO, GRYASNOV, ROSOLAPOV, 

ado thes two homovyerual aqunts YEPREMOV 
ge Ἂς ᾿ ὲ ; 

And VOLKOV waited in vain in a KGB sure Mee i N ti aN Re cay EAL 

Wedlloance car in the hope that DWELLY Sear cet See be ΑΝ ὟΝ 

ould visit dovntown Muscow and contact 

leould be astablished with him. No photo: 

iraphs of PWELLY were obtained; there 

was no approach and no recruitment. 

INOSENKO could recall no other informa- 

ion on DWELLY at this time, but Later 

6 said that perhaps GRYAZNOV's homosexual 



IER ΟΣ. Σιων. ΟἿΣ ΔῈΝ ae 
ie ἊΝ A 

nt 
epg) foilot in a museum or a 
kfand believed on this 

Y was a bhomoseaeal, 

᾿ 

ἢ Yhomas : A consul in Moscow, 
) Was spotted by NOSENKO's hono- 

ua] agent VOLAQV, whe exchanged 
neces with FAIN and was “almost 
per cent sure that PAIN is 
wai’; this was in 1959, when FAIN 
ted the USSR from his post in 
‘a@slavia, anv there was insuffi- 
‘Wt tine to mount an operation 
inst him durirg this visit, 
er, when FAIN arrived in Moscow, 
‘GKGB was planning to place ἃ 
@sexual agent in his life; no 
ther details available. 

a homo- 

Criggpyeremer ns πόκος κασι ote 

basis that 

381. 

“VOLODYA™ had spoken with DWELLY 

Reported to NOSENKO by his homosexual 
agent VOLKOV. (1964) 

Ἶ 

| GOLITSYN also ᾿ Πα ἢ 
provided ὙΠ͵ΙΟΥΠΟΤῚ concerning ἃ τ co 

een teresa yy eee AD enemies ee σ 

KGB operation against a homosexual 
American code clerk at about. this 
time. GOLITSYN reported that he 
had learned from discussions in the 
American Department in the spring 
of 1960 that the KGB had photographs 
of a code clerk engaged in homosexual 
acts but that KGB Chairman SHELEPIN 

details on this lead.) Apart from 
the coincidence of dates and the na- 
ture of the compromise, there is no 
information available to permit an ΤῊΣ 
equation of the NOSENKO and GOLITSYN 
information. ; A 

FAIN was interviewed by Security 
Office, Department of Sta ee 

ts eee Ro oy 

had forbidden their use at that time or os 
because of possible political reper- oor) 
cussions. (See Part VI.E.3.d. for | cd . 

Fe) 

am 

| 

| 
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382. 

K, Navid: Prefessor ia Phila. Case brought to NOSENKO's atten- FINK's sister was trying to marry 

phia and frequent visitar to tion when FINK was denied a visa a Soviet citizen, but the Soviets 

USSR, the Leningrad KGR hoped and the Leningrad KGK objected. refused her a visa to do 0. ἢ 

recruit him on ideological hasis MOSENKG was Deputy Chief of Tourist πὸ interviewed by the FBT : 

through use of a female agent, Department at the time. (1964) Mee oa δδοϊχῳ τῶν Φ APs \ 

ΑΝ οἱ sister's love affair with 

aviet he was refused a visa in 

¥, but the KOB has arranged it 
. : : Aine 

that he will be admitted if he 
ons “hae : ᾿ : 

mes again, 
Ὁ οὐ το ci a ἢ 7 

ἀπ ὦ go a οΣ a, 
Ry Norman: Visited the USSR as SOSENKO copied name when retiring FISK travelled to Europe and USER 

Uris: 27 1959, when he was File of one of his homosexual agents, with his wife and parents In J989) 

issec as a homosexual; iff he re- VOLKOV or YEFREMOV. NOSENKO said y FBI πων 

is he will Me a recruitment tar-, that when such a Eile is retired, at — 

: 
Kan requires case officer to draw up 

cD 

ἃ list of persons on whem the agent 
= 

renorted, NOSENKO made a copy of list ᾿ ca 

τὴ ΡΝ ἢ ι Δ᾽ 
et Posh 

and gave it to CIA. (1964) 
eae co 

; 
ἰ ᾿ . τὸς 

‘EEY, Joseph: Originally identi- lavolvement as supervisor of KGB GAFFEY arrived in Moscow im Seps aa 

PWV NYSTNRC as ἃ masitary en: operations against American coce tember 1961. Fred KADERA, # fellow 

fed man in Moscow curtuy 19G0- clerks in Moscow. (2964) resident at America House, repertod 

"ἢ period who was an operational 
Security 

rgetiof Viacimir DEMKIN. in 
BONE re 

sfuary 1965 he correctly identi- 
: 

@ δὲ πα a’State Department 

ἰδ clerk, saying that V.¥. KOSO- 

POV was the responsible case 

ficer and. that. he, NOSENKO, super: 

sed KCB operational activity sur- 

amding GAFFEY. The KGB attempted 

dure GAFFEY inte downtown Moscow 

ing Svetlana IVANOVA, ἃ maid in 

erica House and one of DEMKIN's 

ents. Despite her repeated invi- 

tions, GAFEEY would not meet her. 

her than. IVANOVA, NOSENKO knew 

‘ino foreign friends of GAFFEY or 

‘any trips he made have made in- 

de the Soviet Union or abroad. 
Pie 

Be 



series sae ete, mm 

‘GR, NOSENKO said, had no acropa- 
nformation cn GAFFRY and was 
jare of any vices he may have 

WRF, τἀν: American correspon! 
ar cea ear τ σε COE Ary ra ee as a ΚΡ yeeruliment target 
963-1954, but NOSENKO did not 

hethes he was subsequently στ 
ted. 

BERG, Professor (fnul: Came to 
IST ΤΠ ay 1958, when 
ational contact was established 
een him and the ub; details of 
agt unknown. 

MAN, rephen: Currently assigned 
6 American Embassy in Moscow; 
indulyed in homosexual acts 
an Armenian in Yerevan and is 

ndly with Robert ARMSTRONG, 
her suspected homosexual (see 
oe}; KGR is now mounting a com- 
ige operation against HOFFMAN. 

383. 

Personal involvement: When NOSENKO 
joined tha ULS. Embassy Section in 
1953, he was given GiLMORE's develop- 
mented File te read and was respon- 
sible for nandling agents reporting 
on GLEMOIM. C204) 

Source not named. (1964) 

Source was G.T. GRYAZNOV, who came 

to NOSENKO, then in the Tourist De- 

partment, to arrange for compromis- 

ing photography of HOFFMAN , (1964) 
4 

Ps 

yer me y 

4 

rahe me : 
ἀλλ ναοῖς icles al Bb gs ge salet CEs Kl aA Mia : 

Line. GAFFEY was recalled from Mos- ot 

cow in the summer of 1962, before 

expiration of his regular tour, 

because of drunkenness. During ques- 
tioning by the State Department 
Office of Security Bape we es Fen & 

i ἢ ΤΣ ὧν Ἶ 

. hea he, fit : vom ἢ 
Eddy Lanier King GILMORE first went τῷ 
re Moscow in 1941 and was chief of "Ὦ 

the Av Burcau there from 1945 to [Ξε Ὶ 

the summer of 1053, Married a Soviet ‘3 
citizen. Spas aco Σ on 

Gea ay ὧν ἣν 4 

¥ Ὡ;, ii λιν νοι Haketees ὦ δ" 

Professor Michael GINSBERG reported ᾿ 

to U.S. officials in Helsinki in ‘1 

August 1956 about a recruitmont 
approach. 

| 
| 



384. 

HUSTON (fnu): -Travelled TDY to Mos- Source not named. An American 

Gow from Belgrade and was photographed Department case in 1960, when NO-~ 

making a blackmarket deal in a taxi; SENKO was serving there. (1964) 

Gase not completed because HUSTON has 

not returned to the USSR. 

i 
bE: 

be. Paul Francis: In early 1969, NOSENKO originated the adea for 

when tne ἈΠῈ Téarned through normal “this operation, was involved in 

géhannels that JENNER was to be its planning and in arranging 

assigned to the U.S. Embassy in Mos- KOSOLAPOV's trip to Helsinki; 

gow, 1t was supposed that he was a Later KOSOLAPOV reported to NO- 

€ode clerk because he was Listed as SENKO on his trip and contact with 

a Secretary-Archivist, a frequent JENNER. G.I. GRYAZNOV, case offi- 

gover for code clerks. As first cer for the female agent, also sub- 

@tep in development of JENNER, U.S. mitted a report. (1964) 

Embassy Section officer V.V. KOSO- 

LAPOV travelled to Helsinki, where 

he boarded the train on which JEN- 
NER was travelling to Moscow, and 

then struck up an acquaintance with 
fim. Additionally, a female KGB 

agent boarded the train after it 

crossed the Soviet border and she 

too became acquainted with JENNER. The 

plan was to continue these relationships 

dn Moscow. Because JENNER refused to 

‘do so and because he turned out to 

fhe a pouch clerk and not a code clerk, 

sthe operation was put aside, No re- 
Jeruitment approach was made. 

it in late 1960. JENNER reported 

USIA employee Hayden Henry HUSTON. 

was arrested in Yugoslavia in 1954 
for sexual activities; this, the 

only adverse information abovt him. 

was reported to USIA on 30 October 

1963; he claimed no recruitment was 

made in his 1963 interview and saica 

he made two trips to USSR during 

Belgrade tour. Other than his ar- 

rest in 1954, he stated there were 

no other incidents in ‘Yugoslavia — 

or elsewhere in the Soviet Bloc 

which could be used to embarrass 

him. Currently serving in Taiwan 
with USTA and has not been inter- 

viewed on basis of .NOSENKO's alle- 

gation. ΤῈ XG 

GOLITSYN described a similar opera- 

tion involving KOSOLAPOV, dating 

meeting girl and her brother to 

Embassy officials on arriving in 

Moscow, but reports no encounter 

with person matching KOSOLAPOV's 

description. Official Finnish 

travel records show KOSOLAPOV was 

not on same train as JENNER, but 

returned to Moscow two days after 

JENNER travelled from Helsinki τὸ 
Moscow. See Part V.E.3.¢. 

1 cant aeetaret te arr 4 σπου τοσ τοσοτουσστισου τ τ ma on He 
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‘9, fnu: ἢ wealthy Baptist layman 
sited the USSR six or sevon 

αὶ and has met with Russian Rapt- 
ion cach occasdon; personally 
jinted with Presicent JOUNSON 
Knew President KENNEDY; under 
ly by the decond Chief Director=- 
to cbtain blackmail materials; 
62, JOMN"S became involve: with 

and although she is 
the KGB has taken 

ip under control ind 
Ξ ΠΥ attemetced to ob- 

3 Gojeckt of much 

@:eat Guring his 26 Octcher- 
ser I%63 visit te the USSR; 

potricer under cover made can- 
with alm. οὐ planmnéd to continue 

feontact in the United States. 

ΒΡ 

(fnu): Visited the USSR in 
‘Gg wnen Ne was assessed as a 
rgexual; ΣΦ he returns he will 
grecruitmant target. 

385. 

Source not. named. Case handled 
by NOSENKO's Tourist Department 
subordinate, Vitaliy DERA. 

(1962} 

Source not named. NOSENKO explained 
that tae Firse Chief Directorate 
requesctoad ΤΟΟΣ τα Department assist- 
uence in arranging centact with 
KAMAL iy Moscow and that "we ex- 
erted all efforts to help them make 
this ΟΣ NOSENKO at time was 
Deputy ef of Tourist Nepartmenat. 
flood) 

Name included in list NOSENKO said 
he made when retiring file on one 
of his homosexual agents, sea above 

entry for FISK, (1964 notes) 

His @arlicrsac Shavieres G3 
on ἐπ ἃ 1961 Top Secret KOR docune. ἡ 

by GOLITSYH in La 
citing JONES Bible-snuggling act. 
vities and giving his name. 

Charies P. HAMZAUI, son-in-Law of 
Alexander SAFFIAN who was reported 
in contact with Soviets in the 9.2. 
HAMZAUL himself was noted in ξκοτον ἡ 
Correct: with ΞΟ ΘΟ ῈΒ since ar ad 

= ate 

ony pose eandigata 
oma δ ate ἜΝ δ 

118915 40} 

as ete ae 

ntti an, A sas RoR airplane eater ah” Α tee ny elias ad Ἵ 

ὺ ἣν 
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ΜΝ ΟΥ̓, Robert: In 1963 NOSEMKO ROILSULKOV, whom NOSENKO described 

agnea from GhU Colonel G.4. BOL} as a friend whom he had known for 

AKOV, who had been seleciceé by Presi-"about two years" (since 1962). 

πὰ KENNEDY as a confidential channel (2964) 

ch correspondence with KHERUSHCREV, 

at ἃ Robert KONNEDY had Jong wished to 

sit the Soviet Union. Degen YW also 

l@ NOSENKO that, when the polshoy 

Met had been on tour in the ὑπο 

ates, Fobert KENNEDY ghowt ine 

ἮΝ rnoene of its lueaaing por lornc- 

εὖ, Moya PLISETSNAYA. NOSENEO oan 

55 propesed to 2 
Me. GR ΤΌΔΕ NOV, 

ΔΓ or Second Chicl bigceturace, 

*% EENNODY be invited τὸ the VSGR, get 

be peavate quarters, ana maven the 

treatment, including carne: 
DPYSKAYA ΣΕ he wanted. Noses 

propose that KENNEDS compromises 

hat oan Ere ee be made τὸ recruit 

the ourpose of this pt Ona 

Pe promote ἈΠ rapproche: ee eS 

and to bane over the 

n President AENNEDY and ΠΡΟ ΒΉΗΘΠΩΨ, 

eh was then being handica by the 

GRIBANOV thought the plan a ποῖ 

ang said he would discu.s au 1 

MICHAST RE YY, Chainiian of nie EGY 

ἃ further was done, however, ue 

PiPpregident KENNEDY'S assassing 

1" thereafter. 

een aes ae 

Ree ete ne 

BOLSHAKOV' 8 role asa soviet *dis- 
information" channel was. publicized 
in the press in 1962, after he 
assured the White House that the \ 
Soviets hag no offensive missiles 
in Cuba. Goa ms identified 
BOLSHAKOV as"a Unt officer. NOSENKO'S ᾿ 
developmental plan for Robert KEN- 

NEDY cannot be checked. Robert 

once, when he accompanied Supreme 

Court Justice William DOUGLAS in 
See Part V.F.9. 

KENNEDY had already visited the USSR 2: 

'ς 

1955 or 1956. 



A graduate 

Apvisited Moscow for about four 
hp in 1955 and homosexual tenden- 
were detegted. KGB suspected 

Abor intelligence ties. Compro- 
Operation staged in Moscow 
1f room, but MALIA insisted on 
180 Off Lights and no photo- 
hy possible. Consequently no 
gach wade. Again visited USSR 
961, hut was more careful and 

her opportunities did net pre- 
themselves. NOSENKO also 
dates of MALIA’ s visits ag 1959 
1962, 
i 

DO. Raiph: Suspected of having 
sexuc: tendencies during his 
visit to the USSR: will be a 

et for cocruitment if Le τὰς 

AL Martin: student, 

State Department 
ἵ MORONE was an 

ational target of the U.S. 
spy Section in 1960-196], 
he travelled to Warsaw on 
@ in late 1960, a Polish girl’ 
WAS ἃ US agent was placed on 
train to seduce him. Com- 
igping pheteoqraphs were mada 

Aarsaw. At KGR request, the 
gent was later brought again 
sBCcOw where morc photegraphs 
fede. Operation was termi~ 
ἃ before approach could be 
because Americans ordered 
NE out of Moscow betore the 
of his tour, possibly because 
ia intimate. relations with 
et females at America House. 

7 
t 

387. 

Personal involvement as case offi- 

cer; for this operation, NOSENKO 
borrowed Viktor’ BELYANOVSKTY 
nym "STROYEV," a homosexual agent 

of the British Department, KGH Sec- 

ond Chief Directorate, and arranged 
the compromise operation in the Mos- 
cow Rate ds (1964) 

NOSENKO noted name when retiring 
file of YEFREMOV or VOLFOV, his 
homosexual agents; see above an 
tries for FISK an@ “ARLOV.« (1964) 

Personal involvement; NOSENKO in 
charges of code clerk operations at 
the time and helped pian the compro- 
mise en the train. At the time 
MOROND went to warsaw, NOSZENKO was 

on TOY in Cuba, but details were 

reported to him on his return. 
(1304) 

crypto-~ 

ΩΝ 

A U.S. Navy Intelligence officer 
during the Second World War: 

MALTA visited the USSR in 1955 
and again in 1962, In the spring 
of 1963, he told | lhe 
had had no involvement with black= 
marketeers, ieee as or. females 

Identity confirmed as Ralph. MATLAW; 
case ‘still under investigation. 

MORONE 

in May 1961 and admitted inti- 
ene with the Polish female; he 
denied ever being approached by 
cither the UB or Soviet Intelligence. 
He was transferréd in 
August 1961, a year after ha first 

‘See Part. V.K.3. arrived in Moscow. 
c.fiv). 

raES Le Segre erg nae οτος τιν ἘΠ ἘΣ 

134038 40] 
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SEN, Philip: NIELSEN's first 
ito the USSR was in 1957 or 1958 

iftourist. Because he made the: 
laintance of some “teddy boys" 
idscow and tried to acquire a 
pee the Moscow Phone Directory 
them, the KGB suspected he was 

actad with CIA. NIELSEN was 

388. 

NOSENKO was involved in the de- 
termination of NIELSEN's possible 
intelligence status on first trip. 
No source given for subsequent in- 
foimation. Tourist Department 
officer LEONOV and American 65 
partment officer Viktor KOPEYKIN 
were involved at various stages of 

ες az al a 

NIELSEN travelled to the 8 Ghat 
erivate car in‘Apiiil 1958; 

NIELSEN met KUNGAROVA on agi 

trip, in January 1959, and 
to sec her in Moscow in σὰ 

lunder surveillance during this the operation. (1964) despite indications and wi rings 

all subsequent trips, but was that he was involved in what appeared 

τὸ observed in other intelli- to be a KGB operation. Because KUNGA- 

tasks. On one of his visits ROVA's "father" allegedly’ objected 

δον, NIELSEN: fell in love with to the plans of the couple: te . MAXEY, 

agent Tamara KUNGAROVA, and the NIELSEN agreed to taik to hin In- 

decided. to use her in the de- troduction was made at the: ἘΝΊΕΕ 

‘pment of NIELSEN. For the pur- Praga in Moscow. NIELSEN: ‘later 

ΞΕ of assessment, LEONOV, a noted that the "father" bore no ; 

ist Department officer, was resemblance to KUNGAROVA, ‘although wom] 

@quently introduced to NIELSEN her brother "could have been ‘her = 

he role of KUNGAROVA' 8 father, twin.” A 

there were.fd positive results. eee | rr 

ῥ, perhaps in 1960 or 1961 returned to Moscow in 1962 and. .mar- oS 

INOSENKO was in the U.S. Embassy ried KUNGAROVA. They subsequently ΓᾺ 

ion, he heard that the “active lived in Paris. KUNGAROVA: died in os 

 gection (penetration of Ameri- Franco in 1965 

Intelligence opnmrations) of the 
‘Lean Department wes planning to : ‘e) 

lfurther on NIELSEN, but NOSENKO : i ga 

cned no more in this connection. 
μον ᾿ 

Ἰξὰ hear, however, that ΜΙΕΈΤΒΕΝ ‘ a 

RUNGAROVA had married and as of δ ees " 

2iwere living in London. NOSENKO ee 7 

wilated that one of the reasons for we. ἢ : : 

failure of the recruitment opera- Se ae we : ᾿ 

jagainst NIELSEN is the possibility ci : 

he learned that KUNGAROVA didn't : ΤΡ ᾿ 

fa father or that she told him 
1 the operation surrounding him. 



ῳ» = ον ᾿ : 
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Apt ane 

389. 

W, Pauls Gontaected by the Source was K.G. KRUPNOV, case 
uring fhe siuaw Valley Olyine officer in American Section, Tour- 

ἡ byt not yet recruited; to be ist Department, who arranged con- 
tack hetween OMELTCH and First 
Chief Directorate officer, (fnu) 
SAYTSEV, when OMELICH visited Mos- 

cow in August 1963, (1964) 

Htaccted in Switererland. 

SBRENNIKOV, Seracy: In 1955, Personal involvement. (1964) 
4 or 1957, SEREBRENNIKGV, an ae eee Y 
lgyee of the Library of Cengress, concerning tis 1956 tour of ὃ ; & 
aita Moscow with a Congressional. det Union accompanying Senater Henry 
sgaticn. He hed a brother, a "ν JACKSON and Lieutenant ‘Colonel 
i@ai doctor, living in Sverdlovek, Edward HATHAWAY from the Pentagon. 
fhe KGH arranged to bring the On his last night in Moscow he χϑ- 

ter to Moscow to meet SEREBPRENNI-~ céived a telephone call in his hotel: 
| ROSENEKO told the PEI tnat it was room from a person who said he was aie | 
ἃ to use the “reunion of the two SEREBRENNIKOV's brother from Sverd- = 
ἴδον of ἃ pousible wedge toward lovsk, whom he had not, seen since 
rg@itment of SEREBRENNIKUV"; he told ' 1918. The brother requested a mect- ΞΘ 
that the KGB had informaticn indi- ing. SEREBRENNIKOV was convinced £2 

ike SEREDRENNIKOV to be connected from the caller's uneducated speech ΓΗ 
τ πο δὴ ον Intelligence and that the and other signs that he was not in 

pose of the mecting was “to feel fact his brother. Therefore, he re~ 
ut." NOSENKO himself arranged for. fused to see him. Immediately after 

EBRENNIKOV's brother to be brought the 10-minute conversation, SEREAREN= 

Méscow and then briefed him to meat NIKOV called Senator JACKSON's hotel 

FBRENNINOV. "first as brother meeting 
ther." tle told the brother that the 
@Woule have further instructions for 
After the first meeting. A mect- 
id take place, but it was “very 

tonal" and the brother later told 
GB that he had nocvepportunity 

discuss with SEREBRENNIKOV the pos- 
dlity of hia helping the Soviet 
om. As SEREBDRENNIXOV was only in 
cow for a few days, no further meet- 
αἱ took place and no further action 
taken by the KGB. NOSENKO said 
G the KGB felt that SEREBRENNIKOV 
wuspicious of his contact with his 
ther. No further details. 

i 

room to report what had happened. 
Senator JACKSON sent Colonel HATHA~ 
WAY to SEREBRENNIKOV's hotel room, 
and they discussed the entire inci- 
dent. At JACKSON'’s suggestion, 
SEREBRENNIKOV then moved into the 
Senator's room for the night. SERE< 
BRENNIKOV also advised tho U.S. Embe 

assy of the incident. After his return 

to the United States, the story of 

the phone call was written up in 

Newsweek magazine. ‘The article 

wrongly stated that SEREBRENNIKOV _ 

knew his brother was dead. τς 8 

ὼ 
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390. 

BUPY, Uarrisca: A cerrespond- Personal involvement. Read develop- SALISBURY was first in Moscow in 1984 
BAL GLORY “Wars an opecalional mental file on SALISHURY and also and again lived there from 1949 to 
ἘΠ of the U.S. ‘Embassy Seetion, handled two KGP agents, a chauffeur 1954. He was closely estou sat τὰ 

ne, curing 1953 and a maid, wno were reporting on with Thomas WHITNEY and WHITWEY's 
NOSENEO) was assigned him, (1264) wife during later period: (eae above). 

sponsibility for such SS. ye ὃ af oF 
ions NOSENKO reac the de- nh 

SALISBURY bat 

ssible to tell 
eletnge: cen kee 5 ΔῸΣ the τὰ χη, 

1 oy RT 
. de ay we Pro Shas ae 
. eels στον ὦ ὦ 

a i rc el a a ΤΟΝ ee hc acs 

SUTIN, who Personal involvement as SOBO- 
2 tourist £irin in the ROVA'S case officer. (1964) 

dp Staties, visited the USSR 

V@ral occasions “ad became 
ved with KGR agent Larissa 

WA, un Inturist inter- 
oe eye ye 

rv! ΕΝ Was NOSENMRO'S 

rem 2956 unell 1959, whe 
morried and retired. 
SUspEa ected that she had 

elat ienshio with ΦΥΤΌΝ +g 
Ups intimate with : 
did net report thia, 

and tnere fore ΠΟΘΕΝ ΚΟ 
tS be anre., SUTION used 

SOBGNOVA Letters and 

g which he signed “"aloha.® 
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ASE, William: New York city Source net named. NOSENAO said he Travelled to the USSH in 1528... 2909 CA : 

tee in; wae worked on by the had no sersonal involvement, the and 1963, | 3 

al EGR in June 1863 with 1958 and 1963 trips made during ᾿ upon, τάκ χα ἔξοσι ὁ τοι 

intful results; had been pre- NOSENKO's service in Tourist De- 1960 trip, reported datelle of BGS “ὦ : 

wey worked en dr Moscow dur- partment; the 1960 trip, waich approaches in 1958 anc 1960, aanying : 

εἶν earlier txap in 1983, but NOSENKO did nob mention, was when acceptance of Soviat propria’ 8] a 

fronsidered a “stupid and un- NOSENKO was in the American De- ‘ ' ες es Fah ah ae 

isina Carget™ at that time. partment. (1564) ΝᾺ : SS 
ἢ 5 

τ ταν, a Abe sry δ 

KR, Johns NOSENKO identified Supervisor of operations against 7 TAYLOR served in Tel Aviv aa 8 

WA A state Department code American code clerks, (1964) code clerk from Micth 193) [to ὄφρα. 

who was a target of V.V. 
SOLAPOV. NOSRENKO @id not recall 

TAYLOR Surved earlier and 
@ he was not aware of any back- 
dng information the KGB might 972000000 

‘@ had concerning him. The Sov- He are Stes ἐπ rere 

,faaid whe cleaned TAYLOR's room roprusry 1960 and, aftar livin 

sya KGB agent, and at KGB direc~ a month in ἃ Soviet hotel, noved: inte 

succeeded in getting TAYLOR to quarters in the Embassy. ° Hie maid. ; 

was Sophia 
a ἐ 

_ALEKSEYEVA; | 
Ai vas WER. Ae 
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apartment where she lived with 
clfriend., TAYLOR and the maid 
me intimate; however, no com- 
feing photographs were taken 
@r apartment as the KGB pre- 
ad to lure him to a different 
tment which was better suited 
this purpose, By studying his 
acter, the niaid learned that 

gugh not a Communist, TAYLOR 
Sympathetic toward the people 
way o° life in the USSR. At 
point it was decided to insert 
ΠΆΡΟΝ into the operation 
etly. ‘To accomplish this, 
LAPOV contacted the agent's girl- 
nd and recruited her as an op- 
donal contact. An evening 
y was then arranged at the maid's 
€ment, and NOSOLAPOV was intro- 
ἃ to TAYLOR as a friend of the 
friend. It was KOSOLAPOV's in- 
don to develop TAYLOR further 
fake a thorough assessment with 
deological approuch being the 
Δ objective. This was toward 
end. of TAYLOR's tour. KOSO- 
Vonever mat him again, and 
@ was no recruitment approach. 

as NOSENKO's opinion that no 
mpt was made to recruit TAYLOR 
dis time partly because the 
did not want to jeopardize 
more important STORSBERG case 
)}Part V.E.3.c.) by risking a 
pp." The casu was turned over _ 
he First Chief Directorate when 
AR was reassigned from Moscow. 

TAYLOR, he began to have intimate 
relations with her in about Septem 
ber 1960, On the first four occa~ 
sions, their relations took place 
in TAYLOR's quarters, but there- 
after, because TAYLOR roomed with 
the code clerk Paul JENNER, Sophia 
invited TAYLOR to her apartment. 
TAY..OR recalled having been, intimate 
with her four or five times!there. 

Some πε St me Seer τ δυο, φησ mn ENT sere mye paren ererpemrs ot Ὰ hii Sia Gal Ἶ 

Shortly after he began having rela- 8 
tions with her. Sophia announced 
that she was pregnant; TAYLOR cf- 
fered her money for an abortion but, 
he said, she refused to take the 

money.” In about December 1960, 
Sophia invited TAYLOR to. visit her 
girlfriend's apartment (she had no 
roommate). TAYLOR recalled that 
this was a well-furnished apartment 
with, he believed, a full length 

mirror on the closet door; TAYLOR 
thought the KGB could not have 
acquired photographs because the 
lights were out during their rela- 
tions. Around Christmas or New 

134935 401 

Years 1960, TAYLOR also recalled, | Cy 
there was a party in Sophia's apart- 
ment; two Soviets who did not speak 
English were also present. TAYLOR 
left Moscow in February 1961, He 
has denied ever being approached for 
any purpose by Soviet Intelligence. ‘ 

͵ 

ei ees - Ἐπ Πρ ἐμ ἀρ: π erae bones 
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MPSOn, wiohn:s In 3957 or 1959, an NOSENKO reviewed THOMPSo! 
rgcan protessor named THOMPSON, a (1904) 

. Chulist in Russian literature or his- 
yb became invelved with Pamarca KUNGA- 
AY ἃ KGB agent within Al- 
gb Professor Ἢ hamate 

ons With RUNGARGVA and pLotoyraphs 

¢ 

"J SON 

equired, he wan not approwched 
rated by the KGB. Tt was ploiuned 

sme fr THOMPSON and 

gedditionzl) grounds for reeruitment 
returned to the USS. He did not 

nm, baowever, and NOSENNO, after 

wan file (date not qivel), 
ον that the casa be retired 

Archives. 

empath weg onstyn pera 

"gs file. 

. Seedigeersemmeee nye πόστον 

ie yee 
as TAR: 

asec κνῶκον prmess = + 
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: Whale in Mogseow, on 23 Jur 
THOMPSON reported at The gd § 
that a Sovier acquainroenot 
had toid him 
fligete with 
debts and i8 
someone timy 

, Rabo oay 
ΚΤ 

Teon: An American profes~ No source given. (1964) 
E ROG “Gane to the Soviet Union 
Y9G2 or 1963 and wag the target 
Ino operation run by K.G. KRUPNOV. 
Geis a speelalist in Russian 

rature ond speaks Fluent Rug- 
ἄν He was lured into. a compromising 
Wation by a female KGB agent ind 
tegraphs were taken. At one point 
yofficer Yevguniy NOSKOV was placed 
Girect contact with TWARXG, but it 
decidee not to approach him as 
fcompranising photography was net 
@idered sufficient basas for ro- 
Stment and he was expected to A 
kn to the USSR in 1964 or 1965. 
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Source no. samed. NOSENKO said RRAKOV, dos Lawrence ALEGY 
»Beoerican ΟἹ snian background, "he was a tourist and that's why 

ated the USSR in November 1983; he our man made the first contact 

sbactod i n hoRim." Tnis wan one of the 

@rican thich NOSPSKO "simply 

Jigensce lewn because it crossed 

’ soo yision." (19646) 

> 

we 

ye OG pe 7 ἔσι 
αν τὴ American captain, 

ΝΣ > pesasvaday ἀπὸ VAN ARANOV., 

J3u038 4} 
fom George VAN LALTHEM was asasatant 

LARMHEM | Ge rates: AGudbobane Aas NOSTHERO hoard this stery ἃ 

EBicha ats Use. fipaisyty SMaaciw, Poo, PANEL RATOV, whose went Army Attache at the U.S. @rbaary 

Russian actress, Alla LARIONCVA, BAK fONQVA wase ECS ΝΟ acuud Ti Moscow from March 194) τὸ March 

ap placed on a train going fron taat the case offleer wors ing 1953, and again grom March to 

aylin to Mesacw seme time in 1953 yar 2 VAM LASIUHEM himse?f was May 1955. ie was the eryptographic ἴω; 

i 1 - security officer, In charge of the 
NOM, Wau Was respon 

e for werk against all meme -Embassy coda roou, and Gupervisad 

ft tha Air Attache office - the activities of thu military code 

(2904) clerks and mechanics, including 

Dayle SMITH, and was Alue dy: 

RHODES supervisor. VAM LASTHEM's , 

1955 arsignment wae related to the 

usa of new and sensitive electronic 

equipment carried by military attaches 

on trips. Thie equipsynt was captured - 

: 
: by the KGB in Stalingrad fn Hay 1955. 

He has been interviewed ona number 

| 
' οΚὶ occasions and has reported no. 

incident similar τὸ that ‘describea. 
‘by NOSENKO. See V,C.34(K)-- $00, dew 

cP1954, in order tu ΠΌΤ ΣΙ : 
w@uaintance with VAN LA sabi 

ἰῷ did becomes acquainted with bers of 

ἰῷ and gave him her address and Shane 
r@ne number in Moscow. Although 
Ὁ was sure she would hear from 
im, be never did call her in 

| 

| 
Ι 

Bate “ . woh ow - . mt Ὁ cy 
wee Se eee tere cm ρον mnbreeni al ace oavhw sscowmatembaraae il ech aati erence, obit 6 Bina ome 
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ERFORD, Prederick Payne: A quide Personal involvement as case 
: 

the Ameritean exhibition in Moscow officer for agents VOLKOV and 

959 and roommate there of Robert YEFREWOV: was behind two-way 
; 

BTT (seu above). WILLERFORD became mirror and viewed compromising 
ὶ 
᾿ i 

[ved with NOSENKO's horton saxual agents acts. (1964) 

Vv and YERREMOV and photographs were 

ὁ Pesnaission to approach hia was 

éd, howevur, becauss of a general pros 

éion on veeruitment attempts ot the 

Bitdon in connection with NHRUSHCHEV' ἃ 

Reomita tryin te the United States 
Pe 

f volta shades 
sO 

eter: NOSENKO supervised Personal involvement as case 

ene Operation against officer. (1904) 

hes code clork ZUGUS , who replaced . 

ὦ STONSBERG at the American Fmbassy 
961. As part of this Covoloomant ως 

INKO directa his agent Gamat ees 
nape gen ΑΙ 

Shy eos feed ἧς 
hy ket 

ae eed 1965, he said he had mat Je “Mine ene ὧν SULA : ΕΞ 
; Nee errarn “7 stuay ing Χο Muscow, 

“Ty 

ake σ᾽ ccaupintdace at, America ava but did not .know his namo and ty 

ae Ryentually See was to help ined to him for oaly about 15 iS 

ye Hae with ἃ HOU ΘῈ fomale, 
minutes on one occasion; udaitted a) 

et frrends with ZU7US during sexual relationships with a number ἢ 

ab of visies toa America Hous, ᾿ of third nationals in Moscow. | | 

wa : Pave to accomplish and report 
. 

᾿ s 2U0US was reserved by nature. 
i 

ing deragatary was dnveloped anid 
3) 

ing Gane of the operation. 

i@, Maurice: NOSENEKO identified Invoivement as supervisor of ZWANG, a state Department coce 

Gin ΠΟΤ as an American code eperations against American clerk, served in Moscow from Febru- 

Ε. whe was’actively worked on” in code clerks. (1964) ary 1961 to January 19F2. dis maid 

ὃν. during the 1966-1961 poriod; 
from February to October 1961 was 

WHO supervised activity against 
Sophia ALEKSEYEVA. 73a ees 

A An agent, name unknown, an Arab 6 Sar ES τ ὃς 

mn the Fyyptian Embassy, introduced 
Ὶ State Depar Wee ζῶν, 

NG to Inga VARLAMOVA, an agent of τον 

U.S. Embassy Section, and ZWANG Φ Ἷ ' i 

ited her apartment several times. Es 

"“MOVA Gid not like ZWANG, however, 
4gid not want to have intercourse 



Sette mg hem apa αν ec 

: : : τι ia Oe ἱ ἕ 
ith him. Lnis reason Lhe ease was 

ropped and no recruitment approach wan 

ade toe ZWANS. Tn 1965 NOSENKO said that aL 

NV. KOSOLAPOV was the case officer respon- 
rational ible for 2WANG and wrote the ope 

aln concerning him. It was G.I. 
evertive) ES$, who arranged for the Es, 
gent to visit America House, whera he 
a deve Lone CWANG . CRYASNOY was ὶ 

ase ἈΠΕ ΚΟ for VARLAMOVA and arra 
ox to ie auntreaduced to GWANG throuh 
σοῦ iss. “AL the tame δ left 

wehagsy Section in January 19.2 Sas 
ag ono furthoar activity sunrgunding 
ese ves other σον in ΦΉΣ ΝΊΔΑΥΣΝ 
Um: teers were δ virknerabs tity wate 

πὰ ΧΙ and mo aporoncu Aad Δ mate 

ἕω wel 

a - ὑπ περ ge τσ pen ὑπ προ αυυασισοπεεστνεοντ τ 

ZWANG has been describe by tahoe 
dinericans in Moscow a6 a haavy gam= 
bler; he has also bean cepourtad by 
arious sources to have been active 

in currency speculation and black 

ἄκος activi t ies centering around 

cet tana ae τ ον νὴ 
wean NOSLNKO identi liad, a8. KOSOLAPOV' s 

aa He resigned ἔχοι: rae Stace ’ 

Department. 

Cemeteries 



ΝΣ SARE πο range mma tte ort ted Pas ein 

JImsuccess ful Approaches 

Lead 

q 

SR, Peter: The KGB attempted to re- 

E“BINDFR, an Army sergeant assigned 
i@ U.S. Embassy in Moscow on the 
of his involvement with a Russian 

At America House, ‘The attempt 
᾿ 

4 
NS, Horst Henry: A former Soviet 
etter " πστττοτ πος sti 6 -ansranaangaassasner tithe 

zen who left the USSR with re- 
ting German troops in 1942, BRAUNS 
target of unsuccessful approach 
he returned to the Soviet Union 
tourist to visit relatives in 

-? BRAUNS was told he would he 

zed with war crimes unless he 

pted recruitment; he initially 
oa. but later refused ta co~ 
ate. The KGS has dropped the 

Adie wu 

Sourcing and Date οὗ Report Investigation Results 

BINDER reported the attempted re- 
cruitment at once and was recalled 
from Moscow; οὐ 

Source not named. ‘NOSENKO said 
he never read BINDER's file, al- 
though he saw some “materials” 
concerning him in 1961 while in 
the U.S. Embassy Section. Saw no 
more information after return to 
the Tourist Department in early 
January 1962, Viadimir DEMKIN and 
S.M. FECDOSEYEV named by NOSENKO as 
participating in case. (1964) 

ερ εν σα in Moscow from 16 March 1961 

until 22 January 1963. 
V.0.4.C. 

See Part 

Personal involvement as supervisory | 
Yourist Department official and 
later as recruiting officer. NO- 
SENKO reported that when BRAUNS re- 
fused to cooperate, he (NOSENKO) 
travelled to Leningrad to speak 
with him. Parts of lead learned 
from K.G. KRUPNOV, who originally 
approached BRAUNS in Moscow. 
(1964) : iWOIS 40} 

No source given in 1962; in 1964 
NOSENKO said he learned of the 
ease from Chief of the U.S. Emb- 

sy Section, V.M. KOVSHUK. Did 
τον know who made the approach. 

(1962) 

© 
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ει, ὰ ΤᾺ ΤΟ a |. τὲ Το Cree: ae 

The KGB discovered that 

was a homosnxual 
agents at America 

Ἶ ° 
mone of the KG 
ge spotted him kissing a member of 
isiting tee Capades tour. Appar- 
hy the Americans determined KEYSERS' 
κοῖς at the same time, as prepara- 
AB were iomediately made to χόριον 
SESS Cran Moruew. Bec of lack 
aime, all the “GR could do was to 
PKEYSERS a letter pointing out he 
fin dcep trouble and urging him to 
ect. sEYSERS reported this luthier 
AMerican officials. at the airport, 
nm KEYSERS was ieaving Moscow, he 
@pproached by NOSENKO, who made ἃ 
al bid for KEYSERS to remain in the 
R. When originally reporting this 
ἃ, NOSENKO named the American as 
US anu then, 4 few days later, ealled 

eial meeting with CIA to correct 
mistake 
Aes 

Porsonal involvement as American 
Panartment officer responsible 
for Gperations against U.S. code 
flerks; personally accosted KEY- 
SERS at Moscow airport. (1962, 
without name) ὶ 

KEYSERS, who performed code clerk. 
duties for a short time in addition 
to his regular administrative func-— 
tions in the office of the Military 
Attache, was recognized as a homo- 
sexual in the spring of 1961] and was 
removed from Moscow shortly there- 
after. He had earlier been relieved 
of code clerk duties due to lack of 
interest and aptitude. Events in~ 
cluding delivery of the letter and 
the approach at the airport were 
much as NOSENKO deseribed. KEYSERS 
unable to identify NOSENKO photo~ 
graph. See Part V.E.3.c. (vi). 
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TH, Edward: KGB cryptonym "RYZHYY." NOSENKU claimed case officer ine GOLITSYN told of reading, some time 

rity Officer at the U.S. Embassy volvement in the operation in _.in 1957, of a case against a U.S. . 

ἵνα the target of an unsuccessful 1962, but in 1964 retracted this ‘ Embassy Security Officer, not named, 

\froeruitment operation χ 1954 or and said he learned of the case based on his love affair with his 

‘J. On the basis of faisified from V.M. KOVSHUK who was the Russian maid or cleaning woman. i} 

tos of SMITH and his Russian maid case officer. His only role was By KGB instruction she told him | 

gexual relations, the KGB tried to in a surveillance phone-watch. she was being forced to work for 

witalice on the fact that he was (1962) the KGB and would be arrested if 

I@ed naving an affair with this maid. she did not. He helped her by pass~ 

Yoyraphs were sent to him ina lete- ing her false information, until 

λον get up a meeting with KGB. the KGB objected, after which he 

Jame to the meeting, bur did not passed a mixture of false and true 

ἂς to recruitment; agreed to come material. This took place between 

drothe: meeting. He did net appear, 1953.and 1957. Edward Ellis SMITH 

idafterc receiving several more aecknowleuged aan having ro- 

i@atening Letters from the Ko, : ceived letters Tas described by 

ionfessed to the Ambassador and was NOSENKO) -=-in June 1956--but denied 

hore. 
having personal meetings with the 
KGB . He did confess to the Ambassa-. 

dor, but only to having been intimate 

with the maid. Not until 1962, when 

confronted with the details from 

GOLITSYN, did he confirm.the truth 

of the rest of the story as GOLITSYN 

told it. At all times he aeniea 

accepting recruitment. See Part 

viI.D.4d.c. for details. 

DRSBERG, James Harry: Military code Personal involvement. NOSENKO GOLITSYN reported two leads which 

egk who was NOSENKO's principal ταν said he devoted almost full time > may relate to this operation. 

udtment target during 1960-1961. to this case for about a year. First was to a military code clerk 

ow-moving development operation In 1964 NOSENKO said he was pres- in Moscow who had been developed 

ngdated of involving STORSBERG ent in the hall outside the to the point where recruitment : 

τι with a series of Soviet females — hotel room in which STORSBERG was virtually assured by: spring 

th the aid of NOSENKO's agent, Johan was approached. In 1962 NOSENKO of 1960. ({(STORSBERG was one of 

SISFREUND, a Finnish businessman; had said that he personally two American “military code clerks" 

cond in blackmarket activities; approached STORSBERG. (1962, in Moscow at the time.) Second 

@ finally, with the aid of N.S. without name) lead was to American at U.S. Emb- 

VORTSOV (who posed as a French “ assy who was successfully recruited 

Binessman) with more female KCB : - with the aid of PREISFREUND in... : 

ents. Compromising photographs “Yate 1960. (NOSENKO and PREISFREUND . b. 

i 
ioe | : 



LEP TTe ame reter erste = παι al en ea 

fobtained and STORSBERG was 

dached on banig his activitics and 

ifieial need shertly before he was 

igigned in late 1961 STORSBERG 

ἃ τὸ cooperate, but cid not ren 

ne approach to the Americans and 

approached again by the KGB if 
a abroad, 

SARTENPACH, Cellocesas SCH 

She Ἔσται OF as unsuc 
itmeat. 

JAS WOLK in C 

elloin ὙΌΣ dss a pale KGB 
KGB had compromising ehotagraohs 
τ ΣΌΣ this Soviet, but it was 

πολ α opinion that these weve not s 
᾿ 
2 Ἷ fo be Δ EO 
a 

penne 

approach, which was based 
'ἱν οὐ her afrection for the Sov- 

did not xnow who made 
τ Or under what cireun- 

ΟΣ he was certain the attempt 

eigenen entre πὸ ὁ 

49. 

was not sure from 
whom he learncd this information, 

but it may have come from V.i. 
MURHAYLOV of the U.S. Embassy Sec~ 
tion who cirected the operation. 
MOSENKO did not ceac the file on 

SCHAAR ,ENBACH , but saw it and the 

compromising phetoygraphs. (1964) 

NOSESKO said he 

etude dap eee es 

reported that PREISFREUND took part in 
eration 

SCHWARZENBACH Nuring 195 5 and 1956, 
was secretary to Mrs. BOHLEN, the 
Ambassador's wife, and Director 
of the Anglo-American School in Mos-= 
cow. In 1956 and 1957 she worked 
for Henry SHAPIRO, UP representative 
there (see Part VI.D.2.a.)4 While 
eaployed by SHAPIRO she became 
acquainted with one Viktor'I. SER- 
GEYEV, ἃ functionary in, the pub- 
lishing business. In January 1959 
she was approached by a KGB officer 

in Riga on the basis of compromising 

photography and was asked. to provide 

specific information on the U.5. 

Embassy. She reported this at 

once to Henry SHAPIRO, who told 

Ambassador THCHPSON, SCHWARZENBACH 

left the USSR in carly 1959, shortly 

after the incident, She was, intere 

viewed by the State at ean agli Ἀ6- 

See pecun offic 

against Θ΄ STORSRERG. ) 

13.225 dOL 

foe cacti tence cane oe tA He mete 8 epee a τὲ 

Se πᾶν Ἂς 
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REDIAN, Sohn Vet  RONENKO was the KGL 
age TOTLTGET YFesponsible for ANTDLAN 
uring 1960-1961. ABIDIAN, the U.S. 

nbassy Security Officer, was 
the 

oSt important target of cine Seeend 

het Directorate ion this θεξαθαΣ 
OWRVeL, ab was deciaed merely to 

atch nim and not attemen recrunt- 
ant in hupes of "σαι να, onother 

opov" (the GRU lieutenant colonel 

No had hecn handled by former 
Bates Officer Russeli LANGHiuLE 
n@ who, according to NOSENEO, was 

ppcohesded un 1959 through surverl- 
ANCE). NOSENFO recelund the report- 
ng fron those agents who were in coucn 
ith ARIDZAN and SEGEURSes surveil- 
ahce coverage on him. At the enc 

Εἰ 9609, ABIDIAN was noted visiting 
np address on Pushnzin Street in 
ow which appeared suitable for a 
agd drop anc special aurveillar ce 
fi-this location was bequn, but there 
age no results. Only later, when 
OBENKO was no longer in the U.S. 
ae sy Section, was it Ἐπ δῆτα that 

has drop site was related to the PEN- 

OVSKLIY operation (CRU colonel who was 

gent source for CIA and British in- 

al Ligence) . 

Mos~ 

4 

ΤΕΣ, Donald: Born in 1937, a U.S. 

Toe “traveried to the USSR in 1963 
nd was the target of a KGB javesti- 
ation in Sochi; he was thought to be- 
@ng to American Intelligence because 
@ his contacts with a KGB agent, 
kyptonym “TRAPEZUND," 

402, 

Personal involvement as ADTDIAN's 

casr officer. Atter ARBLDLAN visited 

Pushkin Street addvess, NOSENKO 

inspected area anc later received 

reports of stationary surveillance 

established across the street. 

(1962) 

Personal involvement; gupervised 

activities of local KGB organisa 

tion; discussed case with the 

American Department and with O.M 

GRLBANOV, Chief of the Second Chief 
Directorate. (1964) 

It took place on 30 December 1961, 
a year after the date given by 
NOSENKO and several days before 
NOSENKO allegedly transferred to 
the. Tourist Department. 

VI.D.7.b. 

Donald ALBINGER travelled, ἐς 

πα νος 

ee er pager weeping τοῦ 

See Part 

& 

si 

i 

[NII 40} 
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ORN, Feedarick: BARCHOORN, a 

SOr at Yale University, was the 

of a KGB provocation operation 

33 the KGB planted disinforma~ 

ni BARGHOOKN and then arrested 
he purpose of the provocation 

counteract the ΕΠῚ arrest of 
NOV in New York in connection 

he BUTENEO case with a view te 

Wy tracing BARSHOORN for IVANOV 

®iscocraging future such arrests 

FRY. BAPGHOORN was in the USSP 

ourist at the time of IVANOV's 
fand wos considered the most 

: availabir hostage for 4 

wy, “homas Frank bin: Twice ns Soe eaten : 
‘gist groups to the USSR in 

τ : : 
Wd was assessed as an ἈΡΙΣῸΣπ 
elligence agent; BARTHOLEMY 

nhace with me. a Fina 

403. 

Personal involvement in prelimi- 

nary discussions and selection of 

BARGHOORN as vietim; NOSENKO was 

present during initial stages of 

BARGHOOPN's interrogation follow~ 

ing his arrest. (1964) 

Learned of BARTHELEMY 's contact 

with LAINE from the Leningrad KGR 

while khere on TRY in 1963. ΔΚ- 

THELEMY had Leen under οὔσοσχνδ- 

tion by the Tourist Department in 

1959 because KGR had information 

he had graduated from an intel- 

tigence school, This information 

was in his file in Tourist Depart- 
Ment. (1264) 

Professor BARGHOORN was arrested in 

Mescow on 31 October 1963 after an 

inknown Soviet approached him on 

the street and placed what purported 

to ke classified documents in his 

pockets. KARGHOORN's account of the 

provocation-arrest and its aftermath 

generally coincides with that given 

by NOSENKO. BARGHOORN recognized . 

NOSENKO's photograph as that of one 

£ the Soviets present at hia inter- 

rogation. See Part V.F.7. 

samc appears in a KGB document on 

Western tourist operations, supplied 

by GGLITSYN in 1962. 
acts with 



Monies ep basene et ate 

John S.: BENSON, an Army major, 

Ge Assistant Acmy Attache in Mos- 

1955; because of his status he 

sumed to be an intelligence : 

and was therefore studied. 

oe time the KCB had wanted 

σε of οἹοστγχοηλο intelligence 

fent being used by the Ameri- 

As early as the beginning of 

fauthorization was given the 

Embassy Section to steal this 

ment. ὶ ι This was accomplished in 

when BENSON was on a trip to 
ngrad with fellow attaches 

Ἑ MULE and william STROUD. Have 

@arned that the American attaches 

he cquipment an their hotel room, 

fficers broke in at an appro-~ 
moment and took it. All three 

@ans were then declared persona 

ata. Other than normal sur- 

Ince, no other action taken 

" BENSON during Moscow tour. 

iN, Harold: While visiting the 

τὰ Union RERMAN, an American 
we und prominent jurist, was 
vOnded by KGB agents, but the KGB 
{ido nothing with him. 

Ἷ 

ΜΝ Lewis: In 1960 the KGB 
dered that Lewis BOWDEN was 
ecurity Officer at the American 
sy and that he was "perhaps 
1Sted with CLA or the FBI." He 
i@aling with counterintelligence 
egs such ag "SK" [i.@., was con- 
a@ with security of Americans 
goow]. The U.S. Embassy Section 

4o4, 

Personal involvement as U.S. 

Embassy Section officer working 

against military attaches in 1953- 

1955. Took part in initial attempts 

to secure electronic equipment, but 

had transtarced to Tourist bepartment 

in June 1955, before the theft took 

place and was not involved. (1964) 

Source not named, and NOSENKO 

did not provide date he obtained 

this information. He said he did 

not know anything about BERMAN other 

than that he is a professor of law, 

came to the USSR quite often, and 

was being studied. (1964) 

KOVSHUK, who told NOSENKO about 

BOWDEN in 1959 when NOSENKO was 

in Tourist Department, NOSENKO 

used Arsene FRIPPEL, KGB agent 

recruited in 1959, as a source 

on BOWDEN. (1964) 

_anmageer ae ghia mm tcen σατο τ 

In May 1955 the KGB officers forced 

their way into the Stalingrad hotel 

room occupied by Assistant Army 

Attaches BENSON, MULE and STROUD, 

pinioned the officers, and left 

with sensitive electronic equip-: 

ment. The three were immediately 

declared persona non grata by the 

Soviet Ministry of Foreign Affairs. 

See Part V.C.3.b. GOLITSYN also 
reported on the Stalingrad equip- 

ment seizure; he added that a KGB 

general organized the operation. 

When the Soviet General Stafr gave 

the equipment a very high evalua- 

tion, it was then recommended for 

use by the Soviets abroad. — 

BERMAN is a professor at Harvard 

University specializing in the 

Soviet legal system; he has visited 

the USSR on several occasions for 

study and research and has described 

several incidents in Moscow which 

appear to have been provocations. 

BOWDEN was Second Secretary in the — 

Internal Affairs Section of the ἢ 

U.S. Embassy in 1958-1960, He was 

not connected with CIA or the Fat 

at this time. He is the subject 

of the CHEREPANOV paper giving 

an operational plan, dated Febru- 

-ary 1960, which sets the goal of © 

"exposing his possible agent 

ww 

Lad938 ἐ0] 



officer working against him 
oA. KUSKOV, and V.M. KOVSHUK 

was acquainted with him. 

TNER, Robert Charles: CHRISTNER 
prested while touring the Sov~ 
mion by automobile. (NOSENKO 
this case in passing while re- 
Ὁ a list of Americans who had 
ἃ the USSR; he was not ques- 

ἃ further on it.) 

ItIN, Howard LL. A lieutenant 
Ἐπ and edistant Army Attache 
1953 until 31954 or 1955, when 
1g declared πορβόπα non grata 
Waltation for a similar act 
@ United States.  FELCHLIN 
Wutonatically ass sumed to be 
itelligence officer and was 
i@d accordingly. 
; 

IQUSER, Richard: The U.S. Eimb- 
Bectlic suspected that FUNK- 
Rowas a CIA officer because he 

Specialist on Russia, parti- 
‘Ly economics. NOSENKO did 
call the names of agents re- 

Ag on FUNKHOUSER but reported 
he case officer responsible 

\ was V.A. KUSKOV. 

IOFF, Ra At Geneva disarma- 
talks in spring of 1962 and 
5116 to the USSR in 1963 and wags 
2¢ted by the KGB of being an 
igan Intelligence officer; 
ΝΟ assigned to watch him in 

in 1962 and close watch was 

405. 

None indicated. (1964) 

Personal involvement as Ameri- 
can Department case officer re- 
sponsible for FELCHLIN. NOSENKO 

held FELCHLIN's file and directed 
agents surrounding ham. (1964) 

Source not named. NOSENKO thought 
he may have read some of the 
“matorials” concerning FUNKHOUSER, 
but could not recall their con- 
tent. (1964) 

Source not named. Tourist De- 
partment case while GARTHOFF 
was in USSR, (1964) 

He acne κτλ σσα πραστσηεσσσοη, 

eRe Bay 

contacts, as well as his counterin= 
telligence activity in the Embassy." 
See Part VI.D.7.c. 

AS announced in the press and as 
stated in a KGB document on Aineri- 
can tourists which GOCLITSYN pro- 
vided, CHRISTNER was arrested on 
charges of espionage in thes) 

who arrived in Moscow in 
ersona non 

FELCHLIN, 
July 1953, was declared 
grata with Major Walter MCKINNEY 

on 25 March 1954; they were charged 
with spying while on a eae to Viladi= 
vostok, Sea Part V. Ὁ: 3. Ὁ 

FUNKHAUSER was pence ee for Econo 
mic Affairs at the U.S. Embagsy 
in 1961-1962; | 

| IGART- 
HOFF is [Jan advisor to the State 
Department and inatructor at the 
Sino~Soviet Institute at George 
Washington University; he is a 
specialist in Soviet political and 
military policy. 

a cae 
coe crete AD 

cant See ae ο-ς .ς....-..-----ς.ς.. tt TSS AAA 
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406. Ἔτους : -_ 

Aohim in 1963, whan KGB cgents wer ᾿ 

@Gainst him; 

Η 
. Ἷ a 

— : A member of the CPUSA ‘ i ; ; KOTEN, i ᾿ Supervised the case as Deputy an instructor at NYU and mem- 

Ecsinent of New York City, KOTEN Chief of the Tourist Department ber of a mumber of Communist front 

4 ἃ number of contacts with an and sanctioned KOTEN's compromise organizations, wasinterviewed by 

Int KGR Gay agent Leer eae and detention in the absence of representatives of the State Depart 

EN travelled to the soviet O.M,. GRIBANOV and NOSENKO's other Ment in January 1964. Ue described 

pn 1963, he carried with him the superiors. (14g4) his arrest, interrogation, and month- ys 

ig ef relatives of this agent and :long imprisonment in August-September 

ig@d to visit them. KOTEN thera- 1963, saying that he denied being an 

as considered to be a probable an FBI agent and that the Soviets ἐνὶ 

τος, and because of this anc later told him the arrest was all. ' 

Signs of FEY susnicion of the a mistake. He was released on 28 

BP agent, che PVR heged September 1963 after intervention ΟΝ 

mey began preparations £0 get by the CFUSA. In unprecedented = 

agent out of the United States. move, fact of arrest on homosexual 

ROTEN wos in the USSR, he was charges leaked to Western press by 3 

@fully compromised ὧν a Ros Inturist, and case received wide © ar] 

MMual agent, was arrested, inter- Ξ puolicit ty in U.S. newspapers in ἘΞ 

i@, and inprisoned., Eis dotaune ᾿ 1963 ᾳ Ce | 

@d becn requested by the First ao 

Direct Orbe. which wanted to aah ἃ 

eine for the GM) agent to as- wi : : 

fore KOTEN returned ta the 

: illmore Κις Repiaced ΜῈ 7 Personal involvement as case Army Attache in Moscow in 1954 

; SENS Attache (see. pete ; officer responsible for military 1955, replacing MICKELSON. A num- 

ἐν wag automatically assumed τὸ attaches during 1353-1955. No-=- ber of incidents, including one — 

Hlitary intelligence ΦΕΕΙ ες SENKO was present when baggage was recruitment approach, on record-= 

feurrounded with agents, and: searched with assistance of the none of which has NOSENKO Zeponveds ; 

@ entered the country for the Special Technical Section of the See Part V.C.3.b. 
time his baggage was Searched ὁ Second Chief Birectorate. (1964) : 

Sopy “of his service record found. ἢ 

was no approach to him, and no 
sgses or vulnerabilities were 
-@uring his tour: in Moscow. 

αἰνὰ Sat: | "ce tyetNtase anys 1 φυξης earned rene nr Tt ον κε ενσν τς φάρας φλαρεν- πυάνημος κκον ro 



LSON, Farl L. 
adn nTitary Tabeliiaance officer; 

Army Attache and 

fore, main task of U.S. Embassy 
oh was not recruitment, but to 

nt him from Carrying out his in- 
gence mission in the USSR by 
aAt heavy surveiliance, MICKEL~ 
ἘΣ le in the U.S. Embassy Section 
ined nothing unusual or interest- 

ey any source and no derogatory 
ation. PF. PANKRATOV was the 

aa case officer working against 
and the case was turned over to 
KO in 1954, t may have been 
LSON rather than MEARNS whose 
j@ was searched (see above). 

Walter: Captain MULE was an 
tant Army Attache in Moscow in 
1855. In either 1953 or “l9s4, 
KO ace: ompanied NM. BORODIN and 
KOVSHUM to Leningrad, where BORkO- 
ropositioned MULE to work for 
5B. MULE refused. In 1955, 
#@s with DENSON and STROUD in 
ngrad when the KGB broke into - 
hotel room and stole classified 
ronics equipment. He was declared 
n@ non grata shortly afterwards. 
3ENSON, above.) 

2} Lee Harvey; When OSWALD in 1959 
wed his vesire to defect to the 
tiUnion and particularly after he 
Weed suicide by slashing his wrists, 
Β felt that there was “something 
“(with him and decided to leave him 
rly alone, OSWALD was never 
ached by the KGB at any time during 
tay in the USSR or subsequently and 
§ he nor his wife Marina were, at 

ime, KGB agents. 

407. 

Personal involvement as 
responsible case officer in 
1954. (1°64) 

Perscnal involvement as respon- 
sible case officer in 1954-1955, 
NOSENKO and KOVSHUK blocked MULE's 
exit from Leningrad hotel room so 
that BORODIN could talk to him in 
1953 or 1954, (1964) 

Personal particpation; NOSENKO 
was first involved with OSWALD in 
1959, when as a Tourist Department 
officer, he had a part in considera- 
tion of OSWALD'’s application for 
Soviet citizenship and the KGB's de- 
cision to “wash its hands of him," 
In 1963, after President KENNEDY's 
assassination, NOSENKO, then Deputy 
chief of the Tourist Department, taok 

part in investigations of OSWALD. 
(1964) 

Te eet eee tee od 

Served as Army Attache from 1952 
until December 1954. See Part 
V.C.3.b. : 

Leningrad incident took place on 
29 September 1954 and was reported 
at once by MULE. Along with BENSON 
and STROUD, he was declared persona 
non grata on 7 May 559 Ν See Part 
V.C.3.b. 

Documents provided by the Soviet 
Government after the assassination 
are consistent with NOSENKO's 
account and give no indication of 
KGB interest in OSWALD. See Part 
V.D.6. i A al 

| 
I 
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INEP, Gabriel: Head of the Cosneos 
ave. aqency; has visited the Soviet 

Union ana is of interest to the KGR 

whach has placee officers in contact 
with hai; however, ho da heiireverd to 

b@ in contact with the FRI, and no 

agtemen hes bean made to recruit him 
ζῶν this reason; REINEM is talkative, 
shrewd, and foxy, but he would not Ge 
JOod ayenc material, and any attempe 
τῷ comercmise hin would be. a waste of 

tame. 

Lieutenant Colonel 
Tos NaS an Assistant Army Attache 
escuw Curing 1954 and 1955 and as 

en was a subject of study. NOSENKO 
5. responsible case officer and nand- 
τ atenkis resorcing on RICHARDS. 
Ope Was Hating oaterecseimgy ay une 

RESHARDS! Ran fule. 

ty, @s framts An American who 

ἢ ἐστ γι ἀμπλσ shan in New York 
poy, CLE SEINGAR has visited the USER 

veral times, pessibly in i960 and 
ΤΩΣ anced is suspected of being an 
Aas agen’. lu Now Yark he has had 
ἃ alings with a number of Soviet 
visitors who came to his store and 
s@emed to display more than normal 
imtercse an them. When it was thought 
h@® miqht make some contacts cr do 
gometliny interesting in the USSR, the 
Tourist Deparcment put an agent, the 
owner Gf a Moscow phstoqraphic shop, 
in contact with him. They became 
friends and may have exchanged cor- 
respondence. ‘There was no plan to 

235 

goat ae τὲ οὐχ er Se am Tar Pees Lag αι a ad cafe SR AT Cle a a a GTA Bo ψὺ 
Ἰὴ ἐλ EERE a Naa ξέρα A oar ches 

gets 

Ree he rE Sar emerge ues pases gree care canes ῷ 

408. 

Source not named. REINER was 
in contact with Tourist. Depart- 
mont officer V.D. CHELNOKOV and 
was considered for KGB recruit- 
ment in connection with NOSENKO's 

plan to recruit tourist firm em- 
ployees for use as spotters. 
(L904) 

Persoual involvement; case off1 

Sars. (1964) 

Sources not named. Tourist De- 
pastment case officer was Yu.M 
UVORAIN: SLESINGER visited USSR 

at tine NOSENSO was in the Tour- 
ist Mepartment. (1964) 

cen ὦ ἀπ © 

eed rae tg : ἐν 

τον ταν 

Born in Lithuania or Poland, REINER 
came to the United States in 1922; 
he is a member of the New York City 
Bar Association and has managed : 
Cosmos since 1935; he, had travelled 
extensively to the USSR and Satel- 
lite countries and is:a registered 
foreign agent on Inturist: he 
hag not been interviewea by the FBI. 

ἜΝ Ὁ 

é 
RICHARDS was Assistant t Army Attache 
fom July 1954 to July 1956. He ὶ 
was interviewed [fis November 
1964 and mentionéd ἃ umber of ον“ 

| 

iets with whom he had contact and 
whom NOSCENKO! had identified as KGB 
agents One of these was Lyudnilla 
GROMAKOVA, his language teacher, 
aioe NOSENKO identified but did not 

gociate with RICHARDS. 

Ἧ C.3.6. 
See Part 

ἀ  Tanestuttr 
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ete SLESINGER, but only to 

gtudy him, NOSFENKO had no other 

devai Is. 

STROUD, William Ro: Captain STROUD Personal involvenent as respon- Assistant Military Attache from 

Ἄν ers Army ReLeek in Sible case officer in 1954-1955, 1954 until he was declared per- 

1854 and 1985. From con cas ind Inbero~ but had left First Department in sona non grata on 7 May 1955 

phones the KGB learned before his June 1955, before the Stalingrad following the seizure of clec- 

arr ivaeb am Mescow that STROUD was an theft took place. (1964) . tronic equipment in Stalingrad. “ἢ 

@xpert in electronic intelligence 
i, OY 

techniques, STROUD, together with 
Ὧν 

BENSON and MULE (q.v.ed, was caudnt 

By the KGB an Stalingrad in posses~ 

@xon of electronic intelligence de- 

yaces and was declared persona | nee 

rate Qther than this, NOSENK 

gnow “nothing interesting or aenerer about 
i 
ἢ 

STROUD from any source. ong 

penne: Steve: The KGE considered Source not named. NOSENKO said he WASHENKO was in Moscow from January τ 

@aiENKO, the Agricultural Attache, to. joined U.S, Embassy Section in 1958 until March 1960; | CS 

© either a CIA officer or contact. On. January 1960; WASHENKO was in Mos- ~ ~ 5-: 

rips outside Moscow he gathered intor- cow until March 1960. (1964) con 

ὃ 
ation in manner of an intelligence 

Officer and was heard discussing rc- 

ports on his return via concealed 

microphones. He once mailed a letter, 

probably in 1959, to a KGB~ ~controlled 

agent inside the. USSR. Also, he con- : , 

tinually checked for surveillance. 
American Department therefore in- 
@tituted special surveillance, 
gpurrounded him with agents, and applied 
Metka to his clothes to detect letter- 
@ailings. 
x 

G1 

sete ety, 
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S. George; WINTERS was the 

aq tie compromise of CIA agent 

KGB surveillance detected WINTERS 

[ἃ letter to POPOV in January 
an this way got its first indi- 

Ἴδε POPOV was working for CIA. 
i$, because of his conduct, had 
‘ansadered a ClA officer and pare 
goattention was given hin prior 
/Wetter mailing. One of his KGB 

ts was V.M. KOVSHUK, who used the 
VQMAROV and the cover of the Sov- 
nistry of Foreign Affairs. 
‘8 was not cicclared persona non 

With LANGELLE after the arrest 
QV because the KGa did not want 
‘@al how POPOV was discovered, in 
we that WINTERS might attempt — 
.@nal letter matlings. He was 
iaily declared persona non grata 

Sw matzo nema ce. omen ete ae 

410. 

First heard of WINTERS from 
KOVSHUK probably in 1959, when 
KOVSHUM said that he had an 
appointment to meet WINTERS and 
therefore could not go out drink- 
ing with NOSENKO; KOVSIIUK probably 
did not indicate that WINTERS was 
a guspected CLA officer at this 
time. After the POPOV compromise, 
NOSENEO learned from KOVSHUK that 
WINTERS, not LANGELLE, was the 
true cause of the compromise. 
(1962) 

karte sh Yee tenn ee mee Ἐπ 0 eRe AP 

, ἮΝ Ὁ ἀρ να πὰ Α é 

WINTERS served in Moscow from 
June 1958 until October 1960, when 
he was declared persona non grata 
for his part in the POPOV opera- 
tion. (LANGELLE, POPOV's case 
officer in Moscow, was declared 
persona -non grata a year earlier.) 
A CTA staff officer, WINTERS mailed 
one letter to POPOV in January 1959 
and performed other support funce 
tions in connection with the case. 
In debriefings he has described 
his relationship with KOVSHUK, whom 
he saw frequently. The story of the 
POPOV compromise is also given in 
the CHEREPANOV Papers, many of 
which concern WINTERS. See Part 
VI.D.7.a. 
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3. Selected Causes of Recruited Amer:cans 

“Note: Of NOSENKO's leads to Americans recruited by the KGB, 
' there were three who, he indicated, had access tc 

Classified U.S. Government information at the tine 
he first reported on them to CIA. These three cases-- 
"SASHA", “ANDKEY" (Dayle W. SMITH), and the penetra- 
tion source in France {Sergeant Robert Lee JCHNSON)-- 
therefore have been selected tor detailed discussicn. 

hatte so. 

Bee een 

(i) NOSE’KO's Information on the Agent 

At the first meeting with CIA in 1964 NOSENXO announced that : 
he could not continue to work in place for CIA; he was going to Ἷ 
defect outright, he said, rather than μὸ back to the Soviet Unicn. 
He was told that in order to maxe the arranzsements ΤΟΥ his secure be - 
removal from Switzerland it would be necessary to expand the 
limited number of people in CIA who were aware of his case; in 
this co nrection it was extremely important that he think hard 
about «hether he knew of any indication ci. nenetraticn of CIA. 
His first reaction was to shr uz his shoulders andicating that he : 

had no icea, but upon his case officer's insistence he thought 
further about the question and finally said: “1 do not know of 
any in CIA, but there 15 one in vour military intelligence. This 
one worked in Germany, and then returned to America in 1955, and 
then after i955 he worked in Gerniany. He explained that he had 
first learned of this case from M.A. SHALYAPIN, who had been the 
case officer for this operation in Germazy . This agent, whose ᾿ ; 
mame SOSENKO did not know, was still in Cermany as of the time : 
SHALYAPIN left Berlin in about 1957." SHALYAPIN told him that this ἢ 
agent's KGB cryptonym was “SASHA,” and that he had recruited 
“SASHA” himself in Germany, on a purely financial vasis. Asked 
if “SASHA” wore a uniform while meeting his ΚῸΒ handler, NOSENKO oe 
said he appeared in civilian clothes. He knew "SASHA" was of offi- 
cer status, but whether he was in civiiian or military intelligence ; Γ 
he could not say; he thought, however, the agent was working 
against military targets NOSENKO added that ''SASHA" returned to 
the United States in the 1960's, then specified 1962, and returned 
to Germany again after that. 

In February 1964, talking about another matter, NOSENKO 
said he had remembered something that might help to identify 
"SASHA." He had heard that the KGB had not -had luck’ in getting ° 
intelligence from high places in the U.S. Government during the 
Cuban missile crisis in late 1962.** SHALYAPIN had 

*On the basis of the collateral evidence on KGB officers in 
Germany named by NOSENKO in connection with SHALYAPIN (see 
below), it has been established that--despite NOSENKO's 
dates of 1955 to 1957--"SASHA" would have been in Germany and i 
recruited some time between early 1957. and late 1959, when oo WBE ae SE bh ee 

es . (according to NOSENKO).SHALYAPIN left Ge rriany: for an assign- ot ee 
- - ment to Cuba, 

Salata 

**See also Part V.F.10. for. NOSENKO's statements about the 
k®ole of GRU Colonel G.N. BOLSHAKOV in the Cuban missile crisis 
of October 1962. 
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Ἵ 
rentioned in this context that “SASHA had been stationed in 7 

the United States during this pericd byt had net been 4015. to of 

provide any infc:maticn of value. NOSENKG concluded from this d 

that "SASHA's" second assignment to Germany, «icre he served : 

as ἃ department chief in anteiligence, did net tase nlace until ᾿ 

sometime after the Cuban crisis--November lso2 at the earliest, ‘ 

ard perhaps not u.tii the first-part ot 1363 (He later stated 4 
firmly that SHALYAPIN had not told him this wart of the case, “ 

but he was unable to say whe had. ) ao 
2 

ot 
4 

NOSENKOQ was not certain which department of the First Chief 
Directorate was criginally responsibie fer “SASHA; at first he 
thought it was the Third (Eurcpeany Department, because the agent 
had been recruited in Cermany, put then he reieired to Cermany as a 

a special situation aud said he theught rf might have been the 

First (Ancrican} Separtment, since the agent was an American. In zy 

any event, NOSENEO stated, the Service No. 2 vcs the last First 
Chief Directorate elasent responsible for the case, which indi- 
cated that it was ποῖ a valuable operaticn produciny intel ligence-- 
otherwise the Anecrican Department would nat πᾶν given it up to 
the Service Ne. 2. NOSENKO knew no other KOZ case officers who 
had been personally involved in the case with or after SHALYAPIN, 

(ii) NOSENKO's Ssurcing 

NOSENKO was interviewed intensively about SHALYAPIN and 
the "SASHA" case on a number of occasions. Concerming. SHALYAPIN, 

he said tnat this Κὺβ officer had been stationed in the United 
States in 1944 cr 1945, at which time he worked as an interpreter 
in the United. Nations fer the Ukrainian Minister of Foreign 

Affairs, D.d. MANUILSKYY  SHALYAPIN was in tre United States : 

for five or six years, but NOSENKO did not know in what year he : 

returned to the USSR. Upon returning, he was assigned by the 4 

First Chieti Directorate to work in the Anerican Department as ‘ 

Chicf of cne of the four directicns «hich then existed in the 
department--New York, Washington, Canaia, and Latin America. 

At some later date SHALYAPIN was Deputy Resident and then Resi- : 

dent for the KGB in Uruguay, succeeding 1.P. MISHIN in this . ! 

capacity.* His next foreign ass .ynment was Berlin, NOSENKO : 

did not know definitely the period of this tour but believed it 
was from 1955 τὸ 1287; he did know that ΚΝ, NRIVOSHEY was in 
Germany for a short time after SHALYAPiN arrived. **® N.S. SKVORT- 

_ SOV was also there fer a short while, because SHALYAPIN took 
over SKVORTSOV's cases befcre the latter left to return to 
Moscow. . Although NOSENKO invariably has given 1955-1957 as 

. SHALYAPIN's dates for his Germany assignment, he has also said 

that SHALYAPIN left Germany because he had to g0 to Cuba, and 

; ‘that he went to Cuba some time in 1959. He was recalled from 

Cuba around January i962 because he had been rude to the Cubans, 

quarrelled with the Chief of Cuban Intelligence, and was drink- ; gE Tat 

ing heavily. NOSENKO said that he met SHALYAPIN for the first 

*0n the basis of this item from NOSENKO, SHALYAPIN was iden- : 
tified from photographs as being identical with M.G. KOTUKHOV, ἢ 

i assigned to the Soviet Embassy in Montevidee from July 1950 i 

Ἕ to June 1955, with five or six ποηῖηβ' home leave in 1953. he "ἢ 
ἢ -- 3 

i ἢ 

: oe ad 

: — 
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; 



tat Sis yl aac SEZ ase - 

tise in about September or October 1962. througa Yu.I GUE, who 

had wotked in the Anerican Department of the Firse Cnief Direc- 

torate in Moscow Headquarters with SHALYAPIN at some time, pro~ 

bably before GUK vas asSigned to the United States.* 

When SHALYAPIN came back from Cuba, he was to be a case 

officer in the Latin American Department of the First Chief 

+. Directorate, under S,N. ANTON ¥. SHALYAPIN, a full colorel at 

. this time, resented this assignment, and there vas also consider- 

able animosity between himself and ANTONOVY. whose work in America 

hed been criticized by SHALYAPIN, the desk officer for ANIONOV at 

that time. Thus SHALYAPIN decided to retire, and he applied to 

tre Medical Commission of the KCB for disability retirement on 

the basis of ailments he had contracted because of his work. (On 

one occasion NOSEYKO clained that a fraend of a friend of his was 

or this commission, and NOSENKO used his influence with him to 

help SHALYAPIN get his medical retirement.) He retired on full 

pension, and NOSENKO then helpsd ham to get a joo with Inturist. 

Wher SKVORTSOV and ANTONGV heard or this. they tried to inter- 

cede with V.D. CHELNOKC*’, Chic f of the jourist Department, Second 

Chief Directorate, to prevent him fron getting the job, because 

tney both wanted to revenge themselves οὐ SEALYAPIN for his 

having exposed both of them in the past @ poor work. NOSENKO, 

however, personally told CHELNOKOY of ike truc background of 

their efforts and pointed out to him how good a case officer 

SHALYAPIN was. SOSENKO got SHALYAPIN’s file from the Tourist 

Department officer who ordercd it in connection with the Inturist 

job and brought it to CHELNOKOV. As a result of this interven~ 

tion by NOSENKO, SHALYAPIN got the Inturist job. These actions 

on NOSENKO's part made him a close friend of SHALYAPIN. 

Because of this SHALYAPIN felt free to talk to NOSENKO, 

and over drinks he expressed his particular bitterness at the way 

the First Chief Directorate had treated him. since without him ! 

it wouid not have had an agent like "SASHA" in Germany at that 

time (1963). On a couple of otnmer such occasions, SHALYAPIN 

told KOSENKO some of the details about "SASHA." 

Tre above story is what NOSENKO most often cited as the back-~ 

ground for his having happened to leara about ‘SASHA. Under in~ 

tensive questioning, however. on exactly when and how he first 

learned of the “SASHA” case, NOSENKO backed off of his original 

attribution to SHALYAPIN; he said he did not remember when or from 

whom he had first picked this up, but that it could have been 

from GUK, or LOPUKHOV, maybe SHALY4PIN or others. He added, hov- 

ever, that-.he was sure that SHALYAPLIN had talked to him about the 

case at some time.** 

ee 

*CUK was in the United States from. August 1954 to September 

1956. He had transferred fron the Second Chief Directorate 

to the American Department of the First Chief Directorate in 

January 1952, according to GOLITSYN. Tres if he and SHALYAPIN 

served there together, it was either during the latter's home 

leave in May-October 1953, or in late 1956, before SHALYAPIN 

went to Germany. 

**At this time KOSENKO nad already met CIA representatives in 

Geneva and had agreed to collect information for them. 
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ἐν Ἷ 
ΝΟΞΈΝΚΟ has indicated that οἰβεσξ to νπὸπ the “SASHA” case 4 

as known were GUK, because he worked in the Anerican Department ‘ 
when he returned from Switzerland in 1962: KRIVOSHEY, because he 

ον oil del was a good friend of SHALYAPIN; DOPE RON» who was with NOS ENKO 

when SHALYAPIN talked atout “SASHA"; and SKVORISOV, because he 
‘igs sly" and had many acquaintances. Also aware of the case was 
Ye.A. ZAOVSTROVTSEV. because ne too “is sly” and "knows every- 
thing that is going on wherever he is"; ZAOVSTROVISEV was in Ger- ᾿ 
many for many years. NOSENKO said he thought KOYSHUK also: knew ἣν ᾿ a 
about "SASHA." : ; 

won taht Det ae 

Aithougk he had first attributed the story of “SASHA in re- 
lation to the Cuba sissile crisis to SHALYAPIN, in subsequent 
discussions of the “SASHA” case, NOSENKO has denicd that he learned 
of it froma SHALYAPIN. Me could not recall from whom he did hear : 
this, "perhaps from (Yu.1I.} GUK, from {¥u.A.} LOPLKHOV, or from ΐ 
(V.M.) κονύδηῦκ." ᾿ 

(111) GOLIISYN’s Lead to “ΘΆΒΗΛ" 

GOLITSYN provided a lead to a KGB recruitment of an agent 
in Germany who had tie KCK cryptonym "SASHA. jhis agent was 
connected with American [vteiligence. and «zithougn iene ta 
this was an operation or the Enigre Department, KiB- First Chief 
Directorate, it was taken over by the Fourtcenth ouaterinteli te 

_ gence) Department, predecessor of Service so. 2. COLITSYN first 
learned some details of this case in about 1955. 
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[rn contavting CHA in June 1962, NOSPNKO offered to cell 

‘two items of antormation αἰαῖ KGS operatirns in return for money 

to replace cperaticonal funds he hed sacandcred on a Geneva kar~ 

cCiri. He fiist made this offer τὸ Davia MARK on the afternoon of 

‘6 June 1952, describing one iteh τὸ MARK ἃ the case of an Amer.- 
can who had cveen re. ruited by the KDB in Mos ow while assigned to 
the U.S, Enbes-y, and whe vas then (June 1962) working in Washing- 

ton "near cithers.'* On the €vening of the game day he gave this 
lead in τατον detai: to 4 CIA case officer and said “ANDREY" 

wat the ΚΟΒ crypronym SOSENKO did not knoe bis true name but gave 

sore Gata which ewe Oila pesvat Sariy in the 1964 
meéeninges wirh ROESENKO the (FNDHEY’ Jag: wis auvain Giscussed, and 

@erpite Grvtieré: eS an weet ait prurttenia: S as compared with ΟΞ. 

ENKO's 1962 ecccint, bb ne. fue ἄξεις further anvesriga- 
rien that there was cniy cues. candidare for "ANDREY*; 

Sergeant Davie We GMITH, αὐτοῖς 2 ofepa.rman in rhe Moscow 
Inbassy from avril 1992 τῷ forth wh. Nad cevired from the 

2 31 hoviainer Loeb. then quasriconed by the 
οὐ tae MOCGENKG Tarst denied 

Le srutts 

The fotlowing review of the “ANDREY" case is divided into 
several parts: NOSENKO's intormation 19 1452, nis information 
in 1964, his sour. ing for this anformaticr, and the results of 

ΒΥ 
the investigatior ΟἹ tine NOSENKO lead. 

(12) NOSENKO's Information τὸ 1962 

In 1962, at the first meeting in Geneva, NOSENKO intro- 

@uce@d the “ANDREY' vases 

NOSENKO: Now T wilt teli you (about the se.ond of two cases). 
I did not work on this case pe:sonaiiy, <A code 
machine mechani: was recruited in Moscow. He was 
c@.¢vited with women and moucy. ἴῃ 1950 or 1949. 

Question: Wher was this? 

NOSENKO:: i949, 1950, With this case it is more difficult. 
a. ’ Recause Twili rot be able. to Give you his name. 

But I will give you such facts which will allcw you 
to find hime... They recruited him. He worked in 

Moscow satistactocriy. He gave infermation on 

ciphers. He Gave materials... He promised he 
would cooperate with us abroad, but he said he 
would not work with us in Arerica. He said: "In 

no case do 1 want to sit in the electric chair." 
They paid him weli enough. He did not want to 
WOITK In AMEM LE 86 6. 

Question: He was recrutted when? 

NOSENKO: In 1949 1950, in MOSCOW. 
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Question: Yes, yes, I am saying, was he already at thet time... 

NOSENKO: I tell you I was not working on this case. He was 

ἥν recruited in 1949-1950. 

‘ 

Question: When did he leave Moscow? 

NOSENKO: He left in 1950. It seems sc, yes. He said that he 

ὃ πὶ would not work in the USA. 

NOSENKO went on to say that “ANDREY" was the cryptonym 

assigned to the agent by the Second Chief Directorate at the time 

of nis recruitment. Although NOSENKO was not sure of the dates, 

he was certain that this man, a U.S. Army Sergeant, had been 

spotted for the K&S by Roy RHODES, whose KGB cryptonym was 

"QUEBEC", RHODES was stili in Moscow when “ANDREY" was cte- 

cruited; he had told the KGB about many other U.S. Embassy 

employees, including military personnel, and the name * BNDREY" 

would mean nothing to RKODES because he did not know that the 

KGB had recruited this man.* 

The mechanic worked satisfactorily in Moscow for the KGB, 

providing materials and infermation on ciphers. "ANDREY" pro- 

mised he would cooperate with the Soviets in future assignments 

abroad, but would not work with them in the United States as he 

did not want to "sit in the electric chair.” He was paid well 

for his cooperation in Moscow, and the Soviets wanted to pay 

him more but he refused to accept it because he said he couid 

not plausibly explain the possession of too much money. When 

the KGB offered him diamondsand other gems for later sale, he 

did not take them, telling his case officers that possession 

of a large diamcnd of more than a carat in the United States 

could arouse the attention of the police. In 1950 the agent 

left Moscow for the United States, and the KGB waited for him 

to reappear in some other country, but he did not. Finally in 

1955 the KGB sent an officer, who had participated in the re- 

cruitment of the agent in Moscow, to the United States for the 

purpose of finding “ANDREY" and the officer had no other 

ἐᾷ λέξον NOSENKO's first mention of Roy RHODES' role in this 
“αι 

case; records were checked for the dates of RHODES’ assign- 

ment in Moscow, which were April 1951 to July 1953. Accord- 

ει ing to RHODES, the date of his on recruitment by the KGB 

was January 1952. When these dates were cited to NOSENKO 

on two separate occasions during the 1962 meetings he 

changed the original date for the recruitment from 1949 

or 1950 to 1952 or 1953. In 1962, as well as in 1964, 

he said he was certain that the recruitment had already Ὁ 

taken place prior to his (NOSENKO's) entrance on duty with 

the KGB. In 1962 he gave this date as + March. 1953, In 

1964 and since he has given a variety of dates for this, 

ranging from the beginning of 1952 to April 1953. (See 

Part V.A.) 
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atsignzent. The man went under the name of KOMAROV*® as a secord 
or third tecretary to the Soviet Erbassy in Washington, After a 
long search, “AIDREY' was found, MOSENKO's impressicn was tnet. 
the acger.t worked at the Pentagon chen and that.in 1952 he was 
still working at the Pentagon. πον 4 tress’ ΑΤΕΝΕΕ ἈΡΕΒΡΝ ΤΕ ΜΝ 

KOVSHUK (KOMAROV), with the help of the KGB Legal Residency 
an Washincton, learned where the agent was living, identified his 
automobile, and contacted him finally at the end cf 1955 or the 
beginning of 1956. Speaking of the difficulties the KGB had in 
locating "ANDREY”, NOSENKO said: "... He (KOVSHUK) said they 
were locking for Kim a long time, the places where they looked 
for him. Then they found where he parked nis car, wnere he lived - 
in a place «where there vere many other people and it was difficult : ἐ 

to get close to him. Then (he told) about his surveillance, the τς τ j 
nours of ‘ANDREY's' rerurn from work: sometimes he was sitting in ; ἢ 
the movies. But we knew that he had made a contact..." At first : Δ 
“RNDREY" was frightened and refused τὸ work, but when at the : 
third contact he was offered a package of $1,900, “it went dif- ; 
ferently." The agent finally accepted the money from KOVSHUK 
because, Gue to his gambling, he was again in financial straits. 
From chat peinc on he worked well with the KSB. He again pro- 
vided good information und was 31111 doing so as of 1962, NOSENKO 

WaS not sure what kind of materials he was giving ther, out he 

knew that he was close to codes at tnat time and this informa- 
tion was considered important by the KGB. NCSENKO pelieved that 
when KOVSHUK found him, "“ANDREY" was working in the Pentagon and i 
that Le was still there in 1962. ι αὶ 

4 

In reference τὸ the modus operandi for meetings between 
KOVSHUK and “ANDREY,' NCSENKO reported that KOVSHYVK knew he was 
under surveillance ny the FBI, for the Soviets were intercepting 
the FBI surveillance-radio traffic which included references 
to "The Trree Musketeers". The Soviet monitors knew this to be 
a term applied ta KOVSHUK and his colleagues.** NOSENKO was not 

* NOSENKO identified KOMAROV as the alias used abroad and in his 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs cever job in Moscow by V.M. KOVSHUK, 
who had kecome Chief of the U.S. Embassy Section, Anerican De- 
partment, KGB Second Chief Directorate, by the time he was sent a 
to Washington to locate this agent. GOLITSYN had previously Ν᾿ 
identified KOVSHUK as an cfficer of the American Department who 

_had come to Washington in 1957 for nine or ten months. He did 
not know the specific reason for the trip but said that in 
view of KOVSHUK's job it would be to solidify a developmental 
operatior begun in Moscow or to reccntact an agent already ᾿ ' 
.kecruited in Moscow, He identified a phote cf KOMAROV as , 
KOVSEUK. ; , 
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416. 

aware of the identities of tne cther tee Soviets comprising the 

tric In aGéition, NOSENKO descriped the Sees nq@s as having 

taken place aiweys in cars: KOVSHUK would lose his surveillance 
the day before the meeting ané go to another state where he would 
wait by the highway; the Anerican would drive by and stop hi g 

car; KOVSHUK would sit down with him in the car, receive the 
materials, and give him the money; them KOVSHUK would get out, 
and the American.would drive on. 

According τὸ NOSENKO, the person who compromised Rudolf 
Ivanovich ABEL (Reino HAYHANEN, who defected to CIA in Paris in 
May 1957) also gave away information on Roy RHODES, who. had been 
un Moscow as ἃ garage Superintendent, When RHODES was under 
investigation, *ANDREY" was called as a witness because he had 
eorked with RHCDES in Moscow. "AIDREY’ was the only person called 
as a witness, ard he was called upon several times to tell how 
RHODES had behaved in Moscow. The agent, NOSENKO stated, could 
be identified by the fact that he was the only person who testi- 
fied at the trial. He suffered during this investigation period 
ard stopped meeting the Scviets. He was afraid he would be ex- 
posed and errested too, as a result of RHODES' arrest. NOSENKO 
suggested that “ANDREY" may have had some suspicion of RHODES' 
involvement un his own recruitment; or he may merely have been 
panicky because he knew he could be accused of the same thing 

és RHCDES. Little by little, however, “ANDREY” resumed his 

megtings with the Soviets, having little other choice. 

KOVSHUK turned "ANDREY" over to a member of the Washington 
Lecai Residency and returned to Moscow. NOSENKO d:d not know 
who succeeded KOMAROV as the handler tut said that this seccnd 
officer eventually turned the case over to N.G. BAGRICHEV, wno 
corne.uded his tour in Washington in 1961. NOSENKO cid not 
know PAGRICHEY's successor, but said in 1962 that the case was 
stiil alive. 

(i121) NOSENKO's Information - 1964 

_When the "ANDREY" case was discussed with NOSENKO in 
Geneva in 1964 and in additional discvssions after his defec- 
tion, he altered several details of the 1962 story and supplied 
some new detai!s about the recruitment, various officers know- 
ledgeable of the case, and information provided by “ANDREY." 
Only where the 1964 information differs from that of 1962 or 
8685 to it is χὶ included below. 

. The recruitment of "ANDREY" took place in 1948 or 1949. 
according to one interview, in 1952 or earlier by another, and 
in 1953 according to a third discussion of the case with NOs- 
EKKO, The association in NOSENKO's mind between "ANDREY' and 
Roy RHODES remained firm, but he could not be certain whether 
“ANDREY" was still in Moscow in 1953 or that he heard noEnang 
about the agent in 1954. 

"“ANDREY" used to play cards, NOSENKO reported, and may 
have played poker for high stakes. He also said that "ANDREY" 
had worked at the Pentagon - in codes - but by the time that 
KOVSHUK got in touch with him he was nearing the end of his 

* BAGRICHEV was reassigned from Washington in June 1960 but 
returned on TDY from 3 July to 1 November 1961. 
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enliscement and was working in an Army recruiting office, where 

he stili was assigned wher BAGRICHEV took over the case from 

KOVSHUK. ᾿ 

NOSENKO’was told by CIA that "ANDREY" nad not yet been iden- 

tified. We réplied: “i’d like to say that you have selected ἃ 
a sligntly wrong #eay of trying to find him. You should not be 
looking for him during the trial. It was the investigation, 
during the investigation was when he made an appearance. Only 
once he appeared during the investigation. He was called just . 

once, and he was scared to death..." Asked if he thought this 

information to be correct, NOSENKO answered: “Oh, absolutely. 

I'm absolutely sure it is. It's absolutely correct. The fact 

that they called him - they summoned him to be interrogated during 

the investigation - this 1s absolutely correct..." later he 
said: "As I told you, take all those who were called up for the. 

pre-trial iunvestigation of RHODES, not who were at the trial but” 

at the pre-trial and among those people must be ‘ANDREY'..." 
Questioned further on whether "ANDREY" had testified at the trial 
of Roy RHODFS, NOSENKO repeated: "No, he did not testify at the 
trial, and at the pre-trial investigaticn he was only called up 
once for questioning because he had worked with RHODES at one 
time." 

Describing "ANDREY‘s" production in Moscow, NOSENKO stated 
that he explained to the KGB how the code machines in the U.S. 
Embassy worked ard on one occasion NOSENKO expressed the opinion 

that ‘ANDREY" may have given the KGB parts of code machines such 
as "discs" (sic, meaning rotors). In this connection, NOSENKO 

recalled that one Aleksandr SELEZNEV, a deputy department chief 
in the Communications Directorate of the KGB, had peen involved 
in the "ANDREY' case: NOSENKO sa:d he first saw him in 1953 
during the period that “ANDREY" was working tor the KGB in Mos- 

cow, SELEZNEV came to meetings in the First Department, Second 

Chief Directorate, held to discuss and plan the "ANDREY" opera- 
tional meetings. The reason for SELEZNEV's presence was that 
the case officers were not technical specialists, and SELEZNEV 
would supply them with the questions to be asked of "ANDREY." 
Since SELEZNEV ceme to these meetings in civilian clothes, 
whereas NOSENKO normally saw him in uniform in his visits to 
the First Department in 1960 and 1961, NOSENKO speculated that 
SELEZNEV may have gone in person to some of the meetings with 
"ANDREY! NOSENKO was asked if SELEZNEV had instructed the case 
officers working with “ANDREY" to ask him for discs from inside 
the code machines, but NOSENKO replied that he did not know. 
Although he did not know how the KGB exploited him, NOSENKO 
repeatedly emphasized "ANDREY's" great importance to the KGB 
during the time he worked for them in Moscow, "Thanks to his 
help they were able to read your State Department codes. To 
date we have never been abie to read your military codes..."* 
NOSENKO was asked if “ANDREY" had broucht military code material 
to the KGB, and he replied: "No. I believe 1t was only State 
Department material, What he did mainly was to describe the 
operation of code machines and what daily or other periodic 
settings were made..." , 

According to NOSENKO, “ANDREY" supplied valuable material 
from the time that the first recontact was made until he ceased 

® See Parts V.3.c. and VI.D.9. on KGB operations against U.S. 
code clerks as KGB. cryptologic successes. 
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meetings because of the RHODES trial; again after the trial he 
was able to furnish good materiel, not only orally but also in 
the form of documents, papers, and written material. Thia was 
true for the period KOVSHUK was handling him and also for the 
BAGRICHEV phase of the operation, NOSENKO was queried as to 
whether during the period between June 1962 and January 1964 he 
hed heard about “ANDREY" continuing to supply good information. 
He answered: "No, something 1585 going wrong there with this 
operation." ' 
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etoresea.” NOSENKO said tnat it was from ROVEHUK that he learned 

“About what hed happened in Washington and about EASRICHEV working 

with "SIDREY." HOVSHUK told him how "AIDREY" had been frightened 

at the tive of the RHODES triai, and late: GUK tcld him the tame 

story. Or yet another occasion NCSEIKS was ack2¢ whether GUK 

knew cf the case, and he asse:ted that he had never discussed 

"ZNDREY" with GK. 

(v) Results of Investigations 

ee ae 

* As noted in the preceding Giscussion, in 19€2,NOSENKO gave 

his date of entry into the KGB as March 1953. » 
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a * Roy | ES’ rane Was firse publicized when he eppeared/as 
a witness in Padolf ASEL's trial, on-21 October 1957. ἘΜῚ 

.was. interviewsd by the FRE concerning RHODES Vem e 
“SBR” BASRICHEV was out of the United States from i9-Jun 
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Ce The KGB Acent in Paris (Sgt. Robert Lee JOMiSON) 

UPS TAriiy Sergeant Robert Lee JCHNSO) 

Tne lead to the penetration of a sensitive U.S. military 
—anstallation in the Paris area during 1962 and 1963 was the first 
piece of information NOSENKO gave CiA after reestablishing con- 
tact in Geneva in January 1964. NOZSENKO characterized this lead 
then and later as the most important single ccunterintelligence 
item that he hee acquired during the year and a half he had been 
a CIA collcborator at KGB Headquarters in Noscow; the subject of 
the 1.88 had previded the KGB with significant documents, some 
of which had Leen shown to Premier KHRUSHCHEV personally. Still 
active at the time NOSENKO left Moscow for Gereva, the agent 
nevertheless had lost access to the sensitive infermation some 
months uarlier. NOSENKO explainecé that the agent was scheduled 
to remain with tne American Armed Forces in Paris until May 
1964, when he would be rotated to the United States. In the 
interim. one of the Second Chief Directorate's special techni- 
cians, an expert at opening and resealing envelopes, had been 
essigned cn extended TDY to the KGS Legal Residency in Paris 
against the possibility that access would be regained before 
this transfer. NOSENKO was unaware of any other services this 
agent may have earlier performed for the KGS and estimated that 
he had been recruited in 1962. 

NOSENKO's lead eventually led to the identification of 
NW, JOHNSON‘s wire Hedwig, 

and James Allen MINTKENBAUGH, a friend, as KGS agents. All 
three had been recruited in Berlin in 1953 and had worked 
closely together since. Althouch Mrs. JOHNSON's direct par- 
ticipation (she serveé as a courier) ended with JOHNSON's 
transfer from Berlin in 1954 end despite KGB efforts to com- 
partment the activities of JCHNSON and MINTKENBAUGH after 1959, 
all three were aware of the others' clandestine work. NOSENKO's 
lead to JOHNSON therefore compromised the other two. 

While investigations of the NOSENKO lead were proceeding 
in the early autumn of 1964, JOHNSON deserted his duty assign- 
ment at the Washington Area Courier Station in the Pentagon 
and disappeared until the end of November, when he voiuntarily 
turnea nimself in to Air Force Police officials in Las Vegas, 

"Nevada. JCHNSCN had arrived at his Pentagon assignment in May 
1964: -for the previous nine months he had been serving as non- 
commissioned officerc in charge of the classified documents 
control section of the Seine Area Command Headquarters in 
Camp Des Loges, France: for two years before this, until Aug- 
ust 1963, he had been assigned to the U.S. Armed Forces Cour- 
jer Transfer Station at Orly Field in Paris. During the | 
latter assignment JOHNSON had regularly stood weekend security 
watches in the Station's vault area, and it was to this period 
of time that NOSENKO's lead pertained. 

In confessing to American authorities in January 1965, 
JOHNSON admitted having penetrated the Orly vault for the 
Soviets about seven times during December 1962 and the first 
five months of 1963. Although there were certain differences 
in timing and detail, JOHNSON's confession Closely matched. 
the complete description of this operation earlier given by 
NOSENKO. Except to implicate himself and other participants, 
JOHNSON added few essential details that were not already 
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known. JOHNSON's lcss cf access to the Orly ναῦς in August 

1963 coinciéed ciosely with the date when MINTKESBAUGH Jost ~ 

contazt with the KGB, probably in September of that year. 

NOSENKO has described the Paris operation as being entirely 

8. Pirst Chief Directorate case. He first learred of it in 1952, 

shortly after returning from his meetings with CIA in Geneva, in 

casual conversations with one ur more Second Chief Directorate ο ἢ 

technicians who had been sent TDY to Paris to assist the local y ν᾿ 4 

Legal Residency. NOSENKO was not sure which technician told him Ξ 

about the case, or under what circumstences. Additional infor- - ; ὌΝ. 

mation was similarly obtained “in bits and pieces" from one or j 

the other of the technicians: over the next year and a half, and ‘4 

NOSENKC had most recently discussed the case with the TOY “flaps . : 

and seals" expert in Paris while he (NOSENKO) wes enroute to 

Geneva in mid-January 1964. NOSENKO explained that, although as ἢ 

a Second Chief Directorate officer re had no rightful access to 

information on this operation, he hed wornxed with the special 

technicians in operations against tourists and other foreigners 4 

in Moscow and was on good terms with them. In such circumstences, ; 

NOSENKG said, it frequently nappens that KGB officers will tell 

other KGE officers "some details of operations on which they are 

working." ; 

The following discussion of the details of tne operation 

commences with a review of NOSENKO's statements on the case an 

the way in which he learned about it. The remainder of the dis- 

-cussion covers events leading up to the confessions by the 

JOHNSON couple and MINTKENBAUGH; the substance of their admis- 

sions, including the security problems posed by Mrs. JOHNSON's 

mental condition and the Eoviet concern tor her illness; and 

the assessmenc of the damage to U.S. interests caused by the ᾿ 

activities of ΠΌΉΝΘΟΝ, ; 

el nN IR NR LN A (ii) The Lead from NOSENKO ᾿ 
4 
ἰ 

The agent was destribed by NOSENKO as being ἃ U.S. mili- 

tary man, probably not an officer, who served nightime guard 
duty with ovhers at an American military installation in 
France where an airfield was located ard where top secret 

documents were held in a vault which he had helped the KGB : 

to penetrate. He was scheduled to leave France in May 1964. i 

Through him the KGS acquired documents on U.S. strategic bomb- ": 

ing targets in the USSR and France; “almost all" of these 

materials were of interest to the Soviet Ministry of Defense, 
NOSENKO said. From early 1962 until the agent was promoted, . 

the KGB Legal Residency in Paris effected six entries into i 

the room with the assistance of technicians from the Special : 

Section, KGB Second Chief Directorate* whom NOSENKO named. . 
After the agent lost his access, Fedor FOFANOV** was sent to ι 

* The Special Section, according τὸ NOSENKO, handled surrep- 
titious entries into Western embassies in Moscow. 

**POFANOV was assigned from June or July 1963 to February 1964 
to the Soviet Embassy in Paris as an employee, and he is 
believed to have replaced a suspect KGB officer in this 
overt position; he abruptly left Paris immediately after 
NOSENKO's defection. NOSENKO indicated that FOFANOV wag one | 

nay of several technicians transferred from the KGB Operational- 
᾿ Technical Directorate to form the Special Group cf the ΚΒ. 

Second Cnief Directorate. NOSENKO proposed thet he himsel€ . 
eel eile alte in |approach, to FOFANOV in 
aris. ; 
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Paris “in case he will get access acain some time, even just a. 
quick possibility." NOSENKO's statements Senee ange ante lead | 
éreé given in chronological order below.. 

NOSENKO said at the 23 January 1964 meeting* thst: he first 
learned of the successful agent penetretion of tre classified 
documents vault at an “important American military organization” 
in the Paris area shortly after returning from Geneva in: June 
1962. NOSENKCG did not kncw the designation or precise nature of 
the installation involved in this operation. but because the ᾿ς 
documents incluéed information on strategic targets in France 88 
well as in the Soviec Union, he assumed that it was a “strategic 
planning installation." He also knew thac the installation had 
its own airfieid and that there were “procedures for bringing top 
secret documents in and for taking them cut." 

There had reen six successful entries of the vault, four 
in 1962 and two in 1963. On each occasion Special Section tech- 
ni@irans had travelled TDY to Faris under courier cover to assist 
the local KGS case officer in the technical details of the opera- 
tion. Their function was to advise the case officer concerning 
‘the entry and later to process the documents. The case officer, 
on this basis, would give appropriate instructions to his agent, 
and it seemed probable to NOSENKO that the technicians had never 
met the American. - 

Entry into the vault crea was first achieved after the 
agent had used some radioactive substance to determine the com- 
bination. (NOSENKO thought tnat the egent had also photographed 
the Lock for KGB study.) Subsequent eatries were always made 
between two and five o'clock in the morning. The agent removed 
documents from the vault and delivered them to his case officer, 
who in turn passed them to the Special Section technicians. The 
envelopes were then opened, photographs were made, the documents. 
were repackaged, and the envelopes were given back to the agent ~ 
by the case officer for return to the vault. Thereafter, the 
Paris Legal Residency pouched the films to Moscow, and the 
technicians themselves left Paris until the next opportunity 
for entry. 

The last time the vauit had been entered was in the fall 
of 1963. At about that time the agent, a military man, received 
Ὁ promotion end was relieved of his night watch duties. (The 
agent was scheduled for rotation to the United States but, with 
his promotion, had obtained an extension until May 1964.) Al- 
though the agent was still active in January 1964 and was still 
assigned to his military post, he therefore had lost access to 
the Gocumentary information. NOSENKO characterized this in- 
formation as highly sensitive and valuable te the KGB, adding 
that the Chief of the Paris Legal Residency as well as several 
case officers there had been rewarded for their part in the 
operation. 

* Because of technical difficulties in recording the first 
part of this meeting with NOSENKO. it is not possible to 
give a verbatim account of his initial statement on this 
case. What NOSENKO said at this time has been pieced τὸς 
gether from remarks he made later in the meeting, from 
recorded recapitulations of his statements by his case 
officer later during the meeting and from notes taken at 
the meeting. 
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‘@ocumencts which had seen obtained. He explained that he had 

Finally, at the 23 January 1964 meeting NOS=EKC reported 
that three of the Special Section technicians whe had travelled 
to Paris to participate in the operation were S.A. IONOV, L.A. 
LEBEDEV, and S.D. ILYIN: he said he could probably identify more 
if shown pictures of diplomatic couriers who had travelled to 
Paris, NOSENKO d:d not know the identity of the Paris-baseé 
case officer. With the exception of those concerning strategic 4 
bembing targets, NOSENKO hed no information on the nature of the ; VE - 

a 
a 

A 

never seen ary of these documents, that the technicians who had 
seen them did not reed English, and that they haa learned about 
the targetting data only casually, from asking the case officer 
‘What's this stuff?" at che time they were taking photographs. | 

Asked on 1 February 1964 whether CIA could do anything with 
its information concerning the tr2vels of LESEDEV which might 
help to identify the KGB agent of the Paria Legal Residency, 
NOSENKG replied: "Of course you can, Fer instance, find out 
when vnose ccuriers were in Paris, what were the dates of their 
stay trere, keeping in mind that this will be cone and the same 
LEBEDEV, (V.V.) SINITSYN, that Venyamin KARETNIKCV*... Not 

FOPANOV - he came in the fall and did not get invoived.** Then 

*SISTTSYN ard KE2ETdiRUV, whose tirst name and patronymic have 
also keen given py NOSENKO as Venedikt Vasilyevich were also i : A py Y ¢ Υ 
in the Special Section, according τὸ NOSENKO. 

**NOSENKO gave CIA a similar clue concerning travel by the spe- 
cial technicians on 12 June 1962: "The Chief of the Special 
Section ts Sergey ICNOV. an excellent man. He is on ἃ mission 
to Paris. (Note: CIA has been unable to equate any Soviet in j j 
Paris at this time with IONOV. There is no record that ICNOV 4 
has been abroad under that name since December 1955. He made { 
several trips to Paris and Brussels during the 1953-1955 pe- } 
riod.) ...In the Second Chief Directorate there are good spe- i 
cialists, with experience. These lads sometimes go to Aus- 
tralia, τὸ France, immediately when something is needed. At 
once. This means that there 1s something (going on) where 
they are sent... In this Section there are two or three spe- 

- cialists who can open any package and then seal it back up as 
it was, Rut there are only two or three of these altogether. 
Therefore, when there is something somewhere abroad, there is 
an immediate request to send these guys. One went to Australia 
one or two years ago. This means that there was something 
there. One went to France. Then this IONOV received the 

Boyevoye Krasnoye Znamya for this. Every time (they travel) 
“they use a different last name. every time a different one... 
Tnere are three men there that can open anything and then make 
it look as if nothing had been cone... I know them. But. they 
never come out in their own lest names. Each time they have 
a different one. There were (M.I.) PREOBRAZHENSKIY, (V.2Z.) 
KARETNIKOV, and LEBEDEV." In speaking of IONOV's assignment 
to Paris and the travel of KGB "flaps and seals" specialists : 4 
to France, NOSENKO apparently was not referring to the JOHN. ὁ 
SON case; NOSENKO said he first heard about the case after 
returning from Geneva in 1962; end JOHNSON stated firmly that 
the first entries of the Orly Courier Transfer Station did 
hot begin untii late 1962, about six months after. NOSENKO 
made this statement. In 1964 NOSENKO named both LEBEDEV and 
KARETNIKOV as having a part in the Orly penetration. Contrary 
to his statement, however, both travelled under true name 
on their temporary assignments. [ [no traces on 
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we must look at what “ind of an orsanization (the U.S. installa-_ 
tion is): Sone leadirg American personality who has his ow 
airport, who cets his 031] delivered by plene, who has posses- 
‘sion of strategic plans. And ther ceke a look at the people. 
Guarding tnis ¢staclishsent. Start from there, Then, see if 
you can get from the French a cundown on the activities of cer- 
tain members of the (soviet) Embiessy during the period when 
these specialists were there. This in addition to a careful 
Study of those wno work there, of the guards, and who takes the 
night duty, specifically during those years and during those 
times. Also wno among the quards got ἃ promcrion - jumped ahead. 
Try to pinpoint the American installation. This one has an 
airstrip. This installation would ke the one which would hold 
the war plans, even bombing target data on France. Where would 
such materials ke found? It seems to me that there would be 
only one such installation. It would not be in 10 different 
places... It is a private airdrome,not ἃ public one. I don't 
Know whose base it 1s, I only know thac they have the airstrip 
and that people come from there carrying in mail. They bring 
mail from the airdrome, from theic aicdrome, tasir airplanes," 

NOSENKO said on 6 April 1964 that before leaving Moscow. 
for Geneva in January 1964, he had been roid that the Paris 
Legal Residency agent hed lost his access and that POFANOV was 
sent to Paris in the nope that che agent would again be able 
to get into the βοαῖς cefore his transfer to the United States.* 
When NOSENKO arrived at the Soviet Embassy in Peris on 19 Janu- 
ary 19604 while en roite to Geneva, FOFANOV “was on duty at the 
entrance to the Embassy. He was the duty man, and of course 
when he saw me, he sa:a ‘George, George!’ So we chatted and 
he said he was not doing good, but he would probably ke sitting 
there until May... So I asked him how this case wes (going), 
was he Going any gocd, and he said that, for the present, he 
was not doing anything good but he had hopes that something 
might happen. ‘That's all." . 

. Also on 6 April 1964 NOSENKO stated that the penetration 
Operation was “strictly a First Chief Directorate case." He 
then went on to describe the role of the Second Chief Direc- 
torate'’s technical specialists in gaining entry to the vault | 
and in photogrephing the documents: “The specialists were not 
the ones that carried out the Operation, It was carried out 
by the case officers of the Residency. The specialists-worked 
on the packages which they would open and then reseal- again 
later, When this happened and’ -how they.got the keys made, I 

(footnote continued from preceding page) 
LEBEDEV until he was placed on the official Soviet courier 
list in 1962; NOSENKO provided the first indication that 
he had intelligence connections and in July 1962, a month later, LEBEDEV took his 
travelling to Brussels 

* FOFANOV,-a-member of the Special Technical Section accord- 
ing to NOSENKO, applied for a French visa on 22 June 1963 
and arrived in Paris on 27 July 1963. JOHNSON received 
notice of his transfer out of Orly on 4 August and left 
Orly on 5 August 1963. (see below). 
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“ith the help of this Sache: into the lock of.- 
inning. Then (LEEEDEV said} that the par- " 

! and thac they were picking the lock this way. 
ἜΣ sare-€ with the safe. . After they hed the keys to τ᾿ 
the ‘room: 
finally ready, 
come ener 

F had to open tae safe. ‘Before everytning was - 

ἢ several times. How many times they came in 
. I know it was the beginning of 1962. " 

' Quest ion αι τς detail ‘about his kKrowledge of the Parte case, 
NOSENKO. provided the following information on 29 July 1964: "I 

he“agent) was not an officer, censidering that ne was 
L¥snight duty. but nothing was ever said about this 

either... agine che operation was successful in 1962 be- 
cause the boys:.from the Special Section were going several times 
‘in 1962, 1 SHink- the kesidency didn't have the chence to do 
“his before .1962, because they couldn't do it without the helo 
of these boys from the’ Special Section and they weren't going 
‘(i.@., did@ not:go abroad? in 1960 and 296i.) I know he was work- 
ing on the. basis of money - they vere giving him money. I think 
maybe he was recruited on the basis of money... 7 cnly heard 
that it was a big sum of money. I don't know if he was recruited 
in Paris and don't know if it was even a formal recruitment. I 

‘don't know wnat plans the KGB had for him after he leaves Paris. 
‘They were thinking that he must co soon. He was co leave in 
1963. And then in mié- 1963 he gct this step up, went a step 
higher, and “so“he was then to stay until mid-'64. He no longer 
had regular’ aecess and this is why FOFANOV was sent: In case 
he will cet:écress again sometime, even just a quick possibility, 

"then he can ‘tell them and FOFANO’’ will be there to handle it 
immediately. τ 

“Taking. into consideration that I heard that almost all 
of .the material they got was of interest to the Ministry of 
Defense,." “NOSENKO continued, "I think it was a military instal- 
lation. It was a military installation. It was definitely an 
installation:and not just a single person with access to these 
‘secret documénts. I know tne operations were carried out only 
at night. The whole operation was completed while the agent 

-was on duty. The agent couldn't bring out a great deal cf 
material, only:what he could hide on his person. From what 

_the boys were saying, I would think that he was not alone on 
duty. I was even asking the boys: "How can he take these 
things out??. And they said: ‘Oh, he just says that he is 
going out for’ coffee or a sandwich; he is gone on! y 5 or 10 
minutes..'. I think he was still in the same installation even 
though he lost immediate access to the room after his promotion. 
This is why FOFANOV was sent in mid~'63. FOFANOV said when I 
saw him on 18 January 1964 (NOSENKO means 19 January) that the 
agent 15 supposed to stay in Paris until May 1964. He said 
that the agent.is supposed to leave in May and then he (FOFANOV) 
.will be finished there. 

[ This roughly 
matches JOHNSON 's statement as to when the first penetration 
was made. : 
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“I know chat they went by car and that they were able to 
complete the whole operation during the tour of cuty of the 
agent. Trey nad to pick up the materiais, drive some place - 
maybe the Soviet Embassy - oper the documents, photogreph them, 
close them again just es they were, and cet back to return 

them to the ecent all in this time. They did not specify 

which documents the agent was to bring ott. Hut they were : i = 

travelling as Soviet diplomatic couriers and 2 think their ; ἘΠῚ 
various stcps were planned to coincide with the errival of new 
materials at this instaliation. Also the fact thet they had 
to open al! che documents shows that they were sealed when they 
received tren from the agent. 

ca ede debi α τρνυδολας ος ae, 

"Y ὥρη τ know if it was a key or a combination lock on Bo ας 

the door." NCSENKO concluded. "I know they had to apply radio- 

active material to learn how to open either the decor or the 

safe. The ecent had τὸ open the Goor anc inside ne had to open 

a safe." . : 

(ii1) UOSENKO's Sourcing 

. | MOSENKG has keer asked on a number cf occasions to explain 

when and under what circumstances he learned of the Paris Legal 

RKesidency's operation ecainst the U.S. military installation. 
He hes alwevs replied that he heard of tre case “in littie 

pieces“ at separate times from verious wembers cf the Special 
(Technical) Section wnd parcicipated in it, NOSENKO, however, 
has been vague ard at times inconsistent in describing what he 
learned from whom and how and when he ieérned this information. 
Generally he gave either LESEDEV or KARETNIXOV as his principal ‘ 
source; under repeated questioning, NOSENKO has sometimes re- - 

mained consistent in describing the cime. place, and other con- 

ditions under. which he learned a particuiar item of information, 3 

but he has said in one telling that it came from LEBEDEV while ; 

in the next that he learned at from KARETNIKOV, NOSENKO has 
also contradicted himseif regarding which of these two origin- 
ally told him of the operation and has said that he cannot re- 
eall which 1¢ was. The series of NOSENKO-s statements abouc : 

the sources of his information is presented in chronological i 

order below. ᾿ : 

"In connection with the thing in Faris...just exactly 

what did you hear about this military group?" NOSENKO was 

asked on 23 January 1964. “Who told you. in exactly what con- 

text, when, and so forth? Try to do it word for word... When 

and who?" KOSENKO answered: “Well, you know this Special . ye ὁ: 

Section, this is IONOV and LEBEDEV ard well now, let's see, ᾿ ; 

(pause). Ir Moscow that's PREOSRAZHENSKIY, and ILYIN was in ; i 

i ? Paris. They are subordinate to the Technical Section. They ree, 

were counting the agents and what was needed - the target, the "-" 

rooms, safe. and everything else. He toox molds end samplings 
of radio-active substances which could reflect characteristics 
in this American military installation." The subject changed 

mae without NOSENKO answering the next question, about what the 
; Special Section officers had Gone in this operation. NOSENKO 

volunceered no additional information concerning his sources 4 
for the lead. and he was not questioned further on the matter 5 
during this. the first of the 1964 meetings. The transcript. ᾿ ἴδον ἢ q 

ΟΕ this meeting suggests. however, that NOSENKO got his infor- . ᾿ Ε 
mation from one of the technicians who not only travelled to 
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Paris to instruct the Legal Residency case officer on the technical 

aspects of the entry but also was involved in photographing the 

documents provided cy the agent. : 

NOSENKO told CIA on 28 January 1954 that he hat learned 

of this operation, shortly after returning to Hoscow from Geneva 

in 1962.. from a friend in the KGS, one of several technicians who 

participated in the cperaticn. NOSENXO thought the source of this 

information was either LEEEDEV or FOFANOV. 

During intensive debriefing on 6 April 1964 NOSENKO stated: 

"] first heard about this from KARETUIKIV." After describing the 

functions of the Special Section in Moscew, he went on to say that 

KARETNIKOY came frequently to the Tourist Department to see him. 

The reason for their association was that NOSENKO then supervised 

work with the Moscow hotels designateé for use by foreign tourists, 

while the Special Section set up equipment in various rooms cf 

these hotels. The debriefing concinued: 

NROSENKO: Why do they come to see me? First of all, they krow 
me quite well erd, seconcly, simply because I super- 
vise this (American Tourists) section. IONOV would 
come...to chat among other tnings. KAREINIKOV told 

me about this, in Paris. 

Question: dhat G@id KARETNIKOV say when you first neard about Pe 

this? 

NOSENKO: That they had carried out operations several times in 
Paris, that two had already been there for this pur- 
pose, that they went there as diplomatic couriers to 
Paris... (NOSENKO at this point repeated KARETNIXOV'Ss 
description of the role of the Special Section tech- 
nicians in advising the Paris-based KGB case officer 
and the methods which were used to gain initial access 
to the vault.) 

NOSENKO: KARETNIKOV was the first and then LEBEDEV. LEBEDEV 
was later. 

Question: These were the only two people, you say? 

‘ WOSENKO: Only two, only two. 

Question: But you told me before that FOFANOV told you about 

: it too. 

NOSENKO: FOFANOV, FOFANOV. I knew that FOFANOV is here in 
Paris. He was on duty at the entrance to the Em- 
bassy... (Here NOSENKO told of his conversation with 
FOFANOV about the case. NOSENKO then explained that 
he had already heard from LEBEDEV that the agent had 
lost his access and that FOFANOV had been assigned 
to Paris against the possibility that he would re- 
gain it.) 

According to NOSENKO on 29 July 1964, he "first heard about: 
this case from .fficers of the Special Section in 1962 ~ from . ay? 
‘LEBEDEV or KARETNIKOV, but I can't remember which was first. ve 
LEBEDEV or KARETNIKOV visited my office and maybe I. might say: 
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ΕἾ haven't seen you in a long time, what hav2 you been éoing?' 
And he would say: ‘Oh, I have just been to Paris on ἃ trip.' Or 
maybe I asked KARETNIKOV where LEBEDEV was because I hadn't seen 
him in a long time, and he told me that LEBEDEV was away on & 
trip." 

When asked on 29 July 1964 which Stticers had ever. “mentioned - 
this case to him, in any way at any time, NOSENKO replied: "KARET~ 
NIKOV, LEBEDEV, and IONCV in Moscow and FOFANOV in Paris in Janu- 
ary 1964." He affirmed that he had never discussed the case with, — 
or mentioned it to, anyone else. “Yes," he continued, "I think 
LEBEDEV was the first one to speak to me about this case, because 
in 1962 I was Deputy Chief of the Seventh Department and was super? 
vising the work of the Third Section on hotels and restaucants.* 
LEBEDEV was a member of a commissicn which had been get up in the 
KGB to flan for the operational exploitation of new hotels which 
were being built or planned. He was coming to see-me edout these 
metters. So «hile I might hear just a little bit about this: from 
IONOV, I would hear more from LEBEDEV, because he was a gocd friend 
and was coning to my office on business." 

The following is from the protocol which NOSENKO aigned on 
18 February 19638 

wy first learned of the penetration of an American 
installation in Paris after my return to Moscow in June 1962 
and at @ time that I was a conscious and willing collaborator 
of the CIA and was attempting to gather information of inter- 
est to American Intelligence. I immediately recogr.ized the 
importance of this information to American Intelligence unee 
I ‘first heard it. 

"I learned of this case in small pieces, in several 
conversations (some in my KGB office and possibly others 
elsewhere) with several different officers of the KGB over 
ἃ period of several months. These officers were KARETNIKOV, 
IONGV, and LEBEDEV, all members of the Special Technical 
Section of the Second Chief Directorate. 

"I do not remember from which of these three officers 
I first heard of the case, which of these officers told me 
what porticns of the story, or when-I learned the individ- 

: ual details of this case which I have reported to CIA, or 
he the season of the year in which I learned them. 

"I do not know why these officers told me of the 
Paris case, except that we were in good relations. In : 
such circumstances it frequently heppens that KGB officers 
will tell other KGB officers some details of operations on 
which they are working.** I don't know whether they told 
other KGB officers this information. As my relations were 
equally good with each of those three. ΘΕΞΕΣΘΘΕΒ; apy of 
them could have told me any part of it. 

*"This would place NOSENKO's earliest ΜΕΝ οξ the case some- 
time after July 1962, when he said he pecane Deputy Chief of 
the Tourist Department. 

“etThis sentence was. added at NOSENKO's request prior to gionive.: 
the protocol. : . 
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a eeeee="wR though f had not spoken with FOPANOV about this case ~ ees 
befors he left Moscow for Paris and althouch fCrANov had 1 
no idea chat I was esare of any detai's of thic case at the ee 
time, ne answered my two or three questions about this case 
aguring a short stop in Paris while i was enroute to Ceneva : 
an January 1964. I may have told nim that I knew about it." 

ΝΥ ΟῚ ὟΣ (iv) JOHNSON and MINTKEIBAUGH 

After preliminary investigation of the NOSENKO lead by the 
FBI, CIA, the U.S. Air Force Office of Special Investigations, and 
the Department of the Army (ACSI}, it was decided in early Septem- Σ᾽ χὰ 
ber 1964 to concentrate on Army Sergeant Robert Lee JOHNSON as the 
likeliest candidate fcr reing the KGB agent in this cperation. On 
2 October 1964, however, CCHNSON disappeared from has home in 
Alexandria, Virginia. after telling his wife that he was on his 
way to worn. JOHNSON, a courier with eccess to “secret” materials , | 
at the Pentagon, failed to appear for dury on Monday, 5 October. bY 
Army counterintelligence officers then called at the JOHNSON home 
to interview his wife. Mrs. JOHNSON said that she had detected 
nothing unusual in her husband's behavior during the previous sev-~ 
eral weeks, that he had simply left for the office at about 2:45 
pem. on Friday. the 2nd, end had not returned. Sne did not know 
why he had left or where JOHNSON might have gone. Mrs, JOHNSON : 
repeated tnis statement in two later interviews, one toward the i 
end of Octoler and the second in the micdle of November 1964. 

μα πριν ξ ents dae Bee 

we abe 

re en ee 

Soon after JCHNSCN's disappearance, representatives of ACSI : 
interviewed an Arlington. Virginia, real-estate salesman, James vs i 
Alien MINTKEIBAUGH. He had been identified by Mrs. JOHNSON as 
her husband's closest civilian acquaintance. having known JOHNSON 
from tne time 12 years esrlier when they served together in the ; 
Army. MINTKENRAUGH had first learned of JOHNSON's disappearance 
on Sunday. 4 October, when he celephoned the JOHNSON home and had 
talked to Mrs. JOHNSON. Twice the same day and once the next 
MINTKENBAUGH had telephoned the Pentagon in hopes of locating 
JOHNSON. During the interview. he told the ACSI representatives 
that he had no idea where JOHNSON was. The last time he had seen 
JOHNSON, MINTKENBAUGH said. was several weeks earlier, at which 
time everything seemed normal, although JOHNSON had complained 
of difficulties raised by his wife's mental condition. * 

JOHNSON failed to reappear by 9 October 1964, the Army 
a: ‘thereupon decleared him a deserter, and the FBI was brought into 
' the case. The FBI reinterviewed both Mrs. JOHNSON and MINTKEN- 
ΤΙ BAUGH on several occasions in search of information which might 
‘lead to JOHNSON's whereabouts. On 10 November, immediately. follow- 

l i ἱ Ε Lew INTKENBAUGH asked his roommate, 
to take him to CIA Headquarter 

ss “a matter ΟΣ importance." During an interview that. same 
evening MINTKENBAUGH confessed to a CIA representative that he 
had been a Soviet agent since 1952 or 1953, following his recruit- 
ment by JOHNSON. He described 1m general terms his own espionage 
activities during this 11 or 12 year period as well as those of 
Sgt. and Mrs. JOHNSON. No mention was made of the Orly penetration, 
however. The next day, while his roommate was. out of the apart- 
ment, MINTKENBAUGH packed his things and disappeared, leaving a 
note saying that he would be "back in the spring..." 

ee ees 

* JOHNSON had told a Pentagon co-worker shortly before he went 
AWOL that, "My wife 1s driving me crazy!" Others there hed 
noticed that JCENSON appeared nervous and seemed to be drinking 
heavily in the days immediately preceding his disappearance. 
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SCANEON remained at large, his wherezboutrs unknown, until 
25 November 1964. At that time he turned himself in to a U.S. Air 

Force policeman in Reno, Nevada. He had, he said, run out of 

_money, JOHNSON was immediately incar cerated on the charge of 

being absent without leave. 

On 1 December representatives of the ΕΒΙ and ACSI visited 
Mrs, SOHNSON to inform her that her husband had been found. Then, 
for the first time, she launched into a long, detailed account in 
which she implicated JOHNEON, MINTKENBAUGH, and herself in espion-- 
age activities for the Soviets, (She nad not confessed earlier, 
she said. because of fear of what JOHNSON might de to her.) Mrs. 

JCHNSON @escribed what JOHNSON hed done on behalf of the Soviets 

while stationed in Berlin during 1953 and 1954, while serving in 

the United States from 1957 to 1959, and during his recent tour 

in France from 1959 to August 1964. JOHNSON, she said, had told 
her in 1962, when he was assigned to the Orly Field Armed Forces 
Courier Station, that he had removed documents from the vault 

there cn three occasions and hed passed them to the Soviets. 

A joint FBI-ACSI team two days later began ta interrogate 
JOHNSON on the basis of the information which had been received 
from NOSENKO, Mrs. JOHNSON, and MINTKENBAUGH. JOHNSON stead- 

fastly maintained his innocence: He had gone AWOL, be said, only 
in order to force the Army to hospitalize his mentally ill wife 
and te require the Army or some other agency to find a means of 
taking care of his children. (He later insisted thet he had had 
no idea of the suspicions sameeren him at the time he deserted.) 
During these interrogations, which lasted until 22 December, 
JOHNSON was confronted with the allegations made by his wife and 
MINTKES BAUGH. He made a point-by-point denial. Meanwhile, MINT. 
KENBAUGH himself nad beer located by the FBI on 5 December at 
his brother's mountain cabin in California and was under inter- 
rogation. 

JOHNSON was courtmartialed for desertion in December 1964 
and was sentenced to reduction in grade, forfeiture of pay, and 

. was ordered to reimburse the government for the cost cf return- 
ing him to Washington. The sentence included no confinement 
and, as he continued to profess his innocence, he was home for 
Christmas. FSI-ACSI plans called for a resumption of question- 
ing on the espicnage charges after the New Year. On 1 January 
1965, however, before the new interrogations began, JCHNSON 
walked in and made a voluntary confession, His reason for 
doing so, he said, was solely to help his children and his wife, 
whose mental condition was worsening. The substance of this 
confession is given in the section which follows. 

" (v) Information from Cther Sources 

The confessions by the JOHNSON couple and MINTKENBAUGH 
constitute the bulk of evidence on the case. They indicate 
that the operation which began in 1953 reac’.ed its peak in late 
1962 and early 1963 when JOHNSON peretrated the vault at Orly, 
that Mrs. JOHNSON's mental condition posed a serious threat to 
the security of the operation and that the KGB recognized this 
fact no later than late 1960. After August 1963 KGB interest 
in JOHNSON's access to classified information declined markedly, 
and MINTKENBAUGH's contact with the KGB was severed at approxi- 
mately the same time. The JOHNSONs and MINTKENBAUGH were 
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mutually supporting 15. all major respects. for they paid little 

heed to XGB efforts at compartmentation and continued to discuss 

their clandestine activities with each other. Their statements 

are summarized below, followed by a detailed presentation of 

their accounts of the operation. Mrs. JCHNSON:’s revelations to 

others about the agent status of her husband. ara the Soviet re- 

actions to Mrs. JOHNSON's meatal illmess which caused her.to 

make these revelations. 

An effective and reliable agent from 1953 cn, JOHNSON as 4 

arrived at Orly in May 1961, put it was rot until the fall of ᾿ 

1962 that he obtained the combination of the vauit. Probably in 

December JOHNSON made the first of his seven entries into the 

vault. Five more penetrations appear to have beer made during the 

period January to March 1963. and the final one cccurred in May er ᾿ 

1963. As summer approached and the deys became longer,’ JOHNSON's τ 

KGB case officer told him he was suspending the operation, on the ¢ 

grounds that the shorter hours of darkness had increased the risk 

peyond acceptable limits. buc the vault entries would recommence 

and intensify in the fall. In August, however, JOHNSON was trans- 3 

ferred to the Seine Area Ccnmand headquarters at Camp Des Loges, H 

France, and lost access to the vault. As noncommissioned officer : 

in charge of the Classified Control Center at Camp Des Loges, 

JOHNSON had access to all classified eucuments originating with 

the Headquarters command and with certain other commands as well; 

yet the KGB never pressed him to produce these documents and, 

JOHNSON said, seemed uninterested in the documents he offered : 

to provide. when he was transferred to the United States in 1964 | 

tae adele deg te 

following NOSENKO:s defection, JOHNSON received the impression \ 

from his KGB handler that he was being "dropped." JOHNSON claims ᾿ 

to have had no contact with the Soviets during the six months , 

between his reassignment to the Pentacon and his epprehension 

in December 1964, 

MINTKENBAUGH first served the KGB as a spotter of American 

personnel in Berlin during 1953 and 1954 and later. from 1956 to i 

1959, as a courier between JOHNSON and officers of the KGB Legal { 

Residency τῷ Washington. D.C. At the time JORNSON was assigned 

to Orleans, France, in late 1959, MINTKEIBAUVGH was taken to 

Moscow to prepare for his “most important assicnment.“ At KGB 

instruction, MINTKENBAUGH moved from California to Arlington., 

Virginia, in 1960. The plan was for him to establish a self- 

owned business so that he could be joined by a female (a KGB 

Illegal) who was to become h:s wife and operational assistant. 

-tOnce this was accomplished MINTKENBAUGH was to act as 8 courier, 

secvicing a network of KGB agents throughout the United States. 

Despite repeated KGB pleadings and admonitions. he took no fur- 

ther steps to establish the desired cover, and for this reason 

the Soviet plan never materialized. Moreover, MINTKENBAUGH: has” 

said. by early 1962 he was depressed and disillusioned and was 

“looking for @ way to breek contact with the KGB; from this point ‘ 

or somewhat earlier he claims to have performed his various KGB at 

assignments in a perfunctory way or sot at all. Contact was 

finally broken scmetime in the late summer or early fall of 

1963 when MINTKENRAUGH was unable to read directions for fur- 

ther meetings which the KGB passed him on photographic film via 

@eeddrop. The KGB took no steps to reinstitute contacts, and 

_ MINTKENBAUGH's own efforts - after apparently experiencing a 

change of heart - proved unavailing. 

ἥρως eeeletntee ate Eee eaten ὡς ‘Hedwig JOHNSON's espionage career was limited to the 1953- 
1954 period, when she acted as a courier betweer. JOHNSON in West 
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Berlin and the KGB at Karlshorst. Although sne was subsequently 

aware of the details of JOHNSCN's work end even on occasion accom- 

panied him to operational meetings in France, she apparently never 

again played an active role. . nalts ceva δι ebb libtietee μὰς 
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a JCHNECN's Statements 

Having edmitted his espionace activities to ACSI and the 
FRI, JOHNSCN gave what he said was the complete history of his 
relationships with Soviet Intelligence since the early 1950's. 
The following account is pased largely on ACSI réports to the 
U.S. Security Board on 12 and 26 Jaruary 1965; thev provide the 
details of his original confession and elaborate on his activities 
during nis most recent tour in France.* 

In 1952, COHNSON wes stationed in West Berlin where he was 
the acting first sergeant of a Transportation Corps company. 
Desponcent because he wes passed over for promoticn and not given 
the first sergeant position, and believing that his application 
to marry would ce disapproved, JOMISON decided to defect to the 
Soviets. His first attempt to defect was aborted in February 
1952 when Hedwig admitted to JOKRNSCN at the last minttte that she 
had lied to him when she had informed him earlier that she had 
contacted the Soviet authorities in East Berlin and arranyed for 
their defection as he had requested. After the initial attempt 
to defect, JOHNSON percueded Hedwig to return to East Germany to 
contact the Soviets, which she did. About a week after the abort- 
ed effort to defect. Hedwig and JOHNSON met with the Soviets in 
East Germany. JOHNSON informed the Soviets he was "fed up with 
the American way of lize" and wanted to defect to the USSR. JOHN- 
SON was toid there was no hurry about his proposal to defect, a 
statement with which he agreed. Another meeting was arranged 
for the foilcwing week. During the period between the first 
meeting end his marriage to Hedwig on 25 April 1953, JOHNSON met 
almost weekly with the Soviets. JOHNSON was finally told that 
he would be of more use to the Soviets if he were to remain in 
the American Sector. He agreed to do so and at the same time to 
perform tasks for Soviet Intelligence. JCHNSON has stated that 
he refused the money the Soviets offered for his services at 
that time, but he continued to work for Soviet Intelligence until 
his transfer to Rochefort, France, in April 1954. 

‘During his Berlin assignment JOHNSON conducted the follow- 
ing activities on behaif of Soviet Intelligence: 

~ He was given a Minox camera by the Soviets and 
trained in its use. 

- JOHNSON's first important assignment was to call 
on aman named "Willie" (presunsd by Hedwig JOHNSON to | 
be Willie BRANDT, present Mayor of Berlin) nye wear his 
uniform at the tame he called on "Willie, "7 τὸ get "Willie" 
in his jeep by telling "Willie" the Americans wanted to 
speak with him. He was to drive “Willie” to the Check- 
point between East and West Berlin where "4illie" would 
be taken into custody by the Soviets. JOHNSON was 
instructed to use δὴν force necessary, and he agreed ; 
to bring "Willie" to the Checkpoint dead or alive. JOHN- 
SON. went to the address in Schoenenberg, West Berlin, 

- provided by the Soviets, entered the residence, but made 
no further attempt to carry out his orders. 

* Although the FBI subsequently debriefed JOHNSON in depth on 
his entire espionage career, these two ACSI reports contain 
the main substance of his story. 
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- After his marriage on 25 April 1953, JOHNSON spent a 

week in Grandenberc, East Germany, a5 ἃ guest of the Soviets, 
Guringe which time various meetings were held, usually in 
JOHNSON's room. Durirg the weex there JOHNSCN was questioned 
extensively about his personal life and w2s asked routine 
questions about his organization. He was given a book on 
the history of Ccmmunism which he reed several times, and on 
one occesicn he was questioned to such a degree on general 

subjects that JOHNSON felt he was possibly being psycho- 
analyzed. when JOHNSON returned to dest. Berlin, Hedwig re- 

7 mained in East Germany to act as courier petween JOHNSON 
and the Soviets. JOHNSON supsequently met with Hedwig on 
a weekly basis, : 

cin θρερδη ἐδ βῤβὐεξὴ κοὶ 
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- JOHNSON was directed by the Soviets to try to.obtain 
an assignment with CIC or the Military Intelligence Detach- 
ment (4ID). He believes he may have tried to get into CIC, 
and he definitely applied for an assignment in MID but was 
turned down. 

- JOHNSON was given the assignment of furnishing the 
names of CIC personrel in Berlin. He accomplished this by . 
utilizing the Berlin Post Telephone Directory, which he fg 

‘also subsequently supplied to the Soviets. The Soviets were ὃ 
extremely pleased with this accomplishment. 

- In about May 1953, JOHNSCN was reassigned to the G-2 i 
Section of the Berlin Comnand, with a secret security clear- 
ance. ard assigned duties as a Message Center clerk. Be- | 
cause MINTKENBAUGH, then assigned to the G-z Section as ἃ τὺ 
chief clerk, would ke able to detect JOHNSON taking photo- . ‘' - ἢ 
grepks an the office. and because JOHNSON believed that Dyas -ς j 
MINTKENBAUGH could act as a lookout for JOHNSON during the aM. : 
period he was photographing documents, JOHNSON decided to , ; 
recruit MINTKENBAUGH. He subsequently “testecd" MINTKEN- i 
BAUGH and recrulted him to comnit espionage for the Soviets. ! 
The recruitment was accomplished without the prior know- 
ledge or approval of the Soviets. JOHNSON believes MINT- 
KENBAUGH was agreeable because of the excitement of the 
idea. JCHNSCN and MINTKENBAUGH subsequently lived to- 
gether and were closely associated in espionage activities. = 3 
Hedwig lezer escorted MINTKENEAUGH to East Berlin, after 
which MINTKENBAUGH came under the direct supervision of 
the Soviets and πὸ loncer workec for JOHNSON, 

- During his assignment with G-2, JOHNSON photographed 
“almost everything in his office, including cables, rosters, 
“intelligence summaries, alert plans, evacuation plans, and 

' . possibly clearance documents. Usually he photographed the ᾿ 
ee documents on his.lunch hour. JOHNSON also wrote reports ited eh δ ire 

containing his personal observations and activities, which 
he photographed for transmittal to the Soviets. Hedwig 
acted as their courier, carrying the film to East: Germany 
in the hollowed out portion of: the heel of her shoe. ὲ 

- When JOHNSON informed the Soviets that he expected ὁ . ἜΝ, 
to be transferred out of Berlin some time in 1953 due to — So nog a 
an overage in his MOS, he was instructed to try to obtain . . * ; 

- ΒῺ assignment in. Heidelberg, Germany. At that time JOHN- . -. : mA Νὴ 
SON was disillusioned with the Soviets since they had _ ᾿ , ᾿ 
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informed him that much of the information he passed to the 
Soviets was of no interest to trem. He therefore mate no 
attempt to obtain the Heidelkerg 2ssignment. Inste2zd, JOHN- 
SON took leave to Wiescaien, Germany. Wher JCHNSOM néxt met _ 

: with his Soviet handler in Karlshorst, East Germany, JOANSON 
informed the Soviets he had heen to Heidelberg and had re- 
quested an assignment in the G-2 Section there. He was 
questioned in detail about his trip, but believes he was 
able*to convince the Soviets of the truth of his statements. 

sho ay saya Saat δες 

ΕΠ ΟΝ ὟΝ 
JOHNSON stated he had no contact with the Soviets after his 

transfer to France on 3 April 1954 until recontacted by the Soviets 
in the United Srates in 1957, through MINTKENBAUCH. 

ΟΝ 

In July 1956 JOHNSOW was discharged from the Army and moved 
to Las Vegas, Nevada. In the early parc of 1957 MINTKENZAUGH re- 
contacted JOHNSON in Las Vegas and gave him a present cf $500 from 
the Soviets. No conditions were attached to the gift, but JOHNSON 
was, offered a saiaried job if he would re-join the Army: and again 
work for the Soviets. The Scviets instructed JOHNSCN to cktain 
some type of work involving security. JOHNSON re-joined the Army 
as instructed on 18 February 1957 hut applied for missile train- 
ing on his own initiative. JCGHNSON was assigred@ to Fort MacArthur, 
Los Angeles, California, on 18 February 1957 and from there sent 
to the NIXE-Ajax Missile School at Palo Verde, California, for 
training. JOHNSON stated that, while assigned to the school, he: 

ἧς has ile 

- Photcgraphed all training manuals he could procure. 
Most were believed to ke unclassified, although one or two 
could have been classified "confidential." ' 

- Stole a sample of JP-4 NIKE fuel. 

Pre Ce 

- Photographed 2 Hercules missile in detail. JOHNSON 
estimated he took 15 to 20 photographs of the missile from 
all angles. 

- Took several photographs of the installation while 
“on σεν as a security guard in a tower overlooking a secure 
@rea at the missile school. 

- Photographed the inside of a NIKE Missile Site, but 
with negative results as the photos did not come out. 

᾿ς JOHNSON maintained contact with MINTKENBAUGH on 2 bi-monthly 
basis. He passed photographs, personal reports and the JP-4 fuel 
sample to the Soviets through MINTKENBAUGH and was paid by the 
Soviets on an average of $300 per month. JOHNSON was paid an 
additional bonus for the JP-4 fuel sample, which was of particular =A ES 
interest to the Soviets. He signed receipts for all payments 
received. — : 

In 1958 JOHNSON was transferred to Fort Bliss where he was - 
assigned duties as a supply sergeant with no access to classified 
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informetion. During this assignment, JOHNSON eccompanied MINT- 

KENBZAUGH τὸ Washington, D.C,, on one occasion end was introduced 

to MINTKEVRAUGH's hardier.* 

JOHNSON was transferred to Orleans. France, in the fall of 

1959 and reported there on 29 Ocrober for ducy with the Mutual 
Security Section, U.S. arny Supply Control Agency. The Soviets 
were aware of this transfer, and within several days of his arri- 
val JONNSON was contacted by MINTKENSAUGH who explained that he 
had been sent in order to arrange contact between JOENSON and 
the Soviets. A day or so efter this, MINTAENBAUGH, JOENSON, and 
JCHNSON's wife travelled to Paris, where the JOXNSONsS were met 
by Vitaliy URZHUMOV, who introduced himself as "“Vinxtor."** % 
M-s, JOHNSON 's presence, URZHUMOV expressed an interest in JOHN- 
SCON's new daty post, a NATO supply installation, and in JOENSON's 
job. which involved the handling of requisitions for supplies and 

replacement parts for NIKE missile sites. He asked JOHNSON to 

renew his intelligence work, and JCHNSON agreed. 

Beginning in early January 1960, JOHNSON had approximately 
eight meetings with URZAUMCV in Paris. These neetings took place 
on the first Saturday of eacn month, and during the first few of 
then JOHNSON was accompanied by fis wife.*** Originally it was 
plarsed that dedwig would act as a courier, but this plan was dis- 
‘carded beceuse it would have required that JOHNSEN give her ἃ 
@evailed oral explanation of the information which he was furnish- 
ing the Soviets. The meetings with URZHUMOV lasted from 15 to 30 
minute:, and at them JCHNSON passed the information he had managed 
to collect underwent training, and assisted in the development 
of dead drops and emercency plans. 

While stationed at Orleans. JOANSON furnished the Soviets 
with photographs of éccuments, typewritten reperts of his obser- 
vations, and personality data on other persons working in the 
Mutual Security 3rance cf the ordnance egency. Specifically he 
passed information on the French S-i0 ard S-i1 anti-tank wire- 
controlled missiles, then in use by the NATO forces and on parts 
supplied to NIKE-Ajax units in Itely as well as the locations of 
these units. He also gave the Soviets a complete description of 
his own job and duties and of the organization and structure of 
the ordnance acency. 

In lare 1960 JOHNSON found it necessary to seek a transfer 
from Orleans because of his wife's mental condition.**** Ee dis-~- 
cussed this transfer at length with URZHUMOV, who agreed that the 

*" MINTKENBAUGH took JOHNSON to Washington on his own initiative, 
when, according to MINTKENBAUGH, he told his case officer 
that JCKNSON was waiting in a drugstore on Wisconsin Avenue 
and wanted to meet him. The Soviet became creatly disturbed. 
and took MINTKENBAUGH to task for acting without instructions¢ 
ἘΞ ΡΕΣΗΞΙΕΕΒῚ he went to the drugstore and visited with ΘΟῊΝ." 

** -URZHUMOV was in Paris as an Attacke in the Political Section 
of the Soviet Embassy as of March 1959. He replaced a sus- 
pected Soviet Intelligence officer, and GOLITSYN stated that 
he was almost"convinced" that URZHUMOV was a KGB officer. 
URZHUMOV was scheduled to leave Paris in early 1965. 

*** In a later debriefing, JOHNSON said that ἔμπας πὶ "generally 
every two weeks." JOHNSON's wife apperentty attended meet- 
ings on a regular basis until some time in November 1960. 

*t*tHedwig JOHNSON's mental condition is discussed further 
below, 
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Whereas under UR@HUMOV most of JOHNSCN's 

information coming from the ordnance agency at Orieans was “not 

too important.” 

ment either at SHAPE or EVCOM since the Soviets could use ἃ 

source δὲ either of these headquarters.* JONSON reenlisted in 

April 1961, and having requested assignment at Headquarters, 

Seine Area Command Paras, he was posted to tne courier station 

at Orly Field, a unit whicn he knew handled top secret and crypto- 

graphic materiai., According to JOHNSON, URZHUMOV zppeared to be 

very happy when ne heard this. 

JOHNSON arrived at tne Oriy Courier Transfer Station in May 

1961 and for the next year met frequently with URZHUMOV. He was, 

however, unable to furnish anything of intelligence interest be- 

cause of stringent security precautions, but he did give URZHUMOY 

reports of personal activities, personality sketches, and sug- 

gestions as to which individuals seemed to se potential recruits 

for the Soviets. At one of their regular meetings in the fall of 

1962, URZHUMOV introduced JOHNSON to a new Soviet case officer. 

G.N. VLASOV, who called himself “Felix."** Thereafter JOHNSON 

saw very little.of his former handler. 

Aecording to JCHNSON, the nature of the operation changed 

after VGASOV tcok over. VLASOV's handling. JOHNSON said, proved 

to we more direct and iess discreet than URZHUMOY's had been: 

time was spent on locat- 

ing decd drops, the formulation of emergency plans, and training, 

penetration of the vauit now became nis primary mission. The 

first preak in this direvtion came, JCHNSON said, when he was 

able to obtain the combination to the door leading to the vault 

area:t’*™ one of the officers in cha.ge had thrown in the trash 

can a piece of paper containing the combination in coded form 

and JCHNSON retrieved it after the officer left the room. (JOHN- 

SON had earlier made an impression of the key to the inner coor 

of the vault when ome of his co-workers hed inadvertently left 

the key in the door. The Soviets had made ἃ copy.) JGENSON 

describeG this phase of the operation as being slow and careful. 

He first wrote seports on every deiail of the courier service, 

including schedules for arrivais, deliveries, and handling of 

classitied materials. On VLASOV's instruction he also photo- 

graphed the vault door and the office and made detailed measure- 

ments of the door and the vault; this was accomplished et night, 

using a Minox camera furnished by the Soviets. 

* JOHNSON Later said “Viktor” had told him that the only in- 

formation of value that he had supplied while Stationed at 

Orleans was that concerning the S-10 and S-11! missiles. 

** YLASOV was scheduled to be replaced in Paris in January 1965. 

***JOHNSON has described the courier station as consisting of 

two rooms, an office area and the vault. "Entrance to the 

vault from the outer room was through two metal doors. The 

first door was secured by a steel bar at either end of which 

was a Sargent and Greenleaf combination padlock. The second 

door was secured by a key lock.” ? 

TOP SECRET . 

URZHUMOV advised JOHNSON to try to get an assign- | 

wen sisi aden 

Settee Bint bots cba tite 

totem che BE 

eee Ὁ 

bene sh tee eee 

ewe μόν πρῷ 

| 
preemie et deh eit ane mtenaietince 

σρνὰ , Sr rer ere eenema ete 

Bs 



14-00000 

hommes olan γα ataanites wah 

During this period, too, JOHNSON began to establish a work 
pattern by volunteering to work straight through the weekend 
beginning Saturday morning and ending Monday morning. (He ex- 
plained to his superiors and fellow workers that he wanteé to 

a have Monday and Tuesday off in order to do the shopping and nous2- 
Cleaning for his wife, who was not well. This arrangement was 
agreeable to all, as everyone would have every weekerd off.) 
JOHNSON also begen to bring ris shaving equipment and frod to the 
office in an Air France bag; this bac was to be used in the opera- 
tion, and it was necessary that it be thought commonplace for him ᾿ ΐ 
to carry it around, 3 

3 

ata alle οὐ τ ἢ 

κὰν τι σι ϊζαμεδοι ναῖς 

JOHNGON estimated that about ἃ month elapsed hetween the tine 4 
he obtained the combination to the vavit and the first penetration. 
During this time he and V!.ASOV met axout every third night to dis- 
cuss the penetration and plans were CGiscussed for removing the 
gocuments, the Soviets‘ processing of them, and their sefe return ‘ 
to the vault. The plan, as finally agreed uvon, called for a ᾿ 
meeting on the Friday nicht before the peretration was to be mad 
to discuss cetails and arrange meeting sites. All penetretions - 
were to be cerried out during the midnight hours on Saturday; 
JOHUSON was to enter the vaule at 2305 hours, obtain the material, 
leave'the office ac 2313 hours, and make the delivery to the 
Soviets at 2315 hours. As things worked out in practice, JOERNSON 
said. he sometimes entered the vault somewhat earlier. His selec- 
tion cf documents was on the basis of their addressees; all were 
wrapped.* He would then go outside to make sure no U.S. per. 
sonnel were in the area, then lock the frort door, open the vault, 
take the materials, lock the vault, and witn the documents in his 
Air France bag drive to the meeting site a short distance away. 
There he vould exchange the bag for an identical one provided ky 
the Soviets, containing sandwiches and ἃ bottle of doped cognac, 
and return to his duty post. JOHNSON explained that 18 on re- 
turning to the station he was confronted by a visitor, he wes to 
say that he had gone out to get some fcod: if it appeared that - ". 
the visitor planned to stay long enough to upset the plan, the ἢ cognac was to be used (it never was used). A second centact τ with the Soviets, to retrieve the materials, was scheduled for 
between 0300 to 0400 hours at a different meeting site, about 
Six minutes' drive away. 

On one or perhaps two occasions when the combination to the 
lock had been changed. JOHNSON used a special device (supplied 
by VLASCV) to determine the new combination. On 23 February 

' 1965, JOHNSON said that he was quite certain he used this de-~ 
vice twice, in February and March 1963. This device was in 
two sections, one of which was a plate. The device fit snugly 
over the lock, the plate being placed to the rear of it, and 
the Gevice recorded the combination of the lock by means of 
radioactive material in one section of it. JOHNSON said that 
VLASOV gave him the new combination to the lock about a week 
after he hed placed the device on the lock as instructed. 
JOHNSON had earlier made photographs and detailed measurements 
on the locks used to secure the vault door; because the τὰ 

* JOHNSON did not know precisely what documents he gave the 
Soviets. ACSI confirmed that there is a document, such ag 
that described by NOSENKO, which lists bombing targets in 
France and that it had been sent to France during this 
period, ; 

ewntes ee 

ERG κρυνοστκεσος une ee ae ee μὰν 

apne titan Baebes end a 

3 aed 
a 3 

i 

Ἵ 
Ἔ mug 
i 
i 



«ἰοῦ rates nance ete 

radioactive device su ΒΡ — ΑΗ ΝΓΆΞΟΥ fitned trem exactly, he 

supposed thet it had bee de especially for this penetration 

operation.* 

JOHNSON could not recall the date when the first penetration 

of the vault was made, but he said that it could not have been be- 

fore November 1962 as his car was out of commission throughout 

October. Definitely, according to JCHNSCN. there was 2 peretra- 

tion just before or after Christmes 1362, and tne first four pene- 

trations were spaceé closely tosether. Questioned in detail on 

this subject during February 1965, JCHNSON eventually arrived at 

the estimate that there was ro penetrat:on mace in November 1962, 

that ἐν entries were made in December, and that five more pene- 

trations tcok place Guring January-May 1963. ασατα che Decem- 

ber penetrations, he first believed that they might have been on 

the 15th ard 29th of the month, tntn sater saic chat he tnought 

they had taken place on consecutive Sacurdays. and finaliy re- 

affirmed his belief that one was mace on the 29th and ruied out 

the possibility of one on the 22nd. He believed that the January 

entry took place in the middle of the month. probably the 19th, 
anc :ai@ he was quite certain that ar entry took place on 26 

April.** 

The operation proceeded without disruption until it was 
terminated during tre summer mcnchs cf 1963 on iastructions from 
VLASCV, who felt that the duys had crown too long and that the 
operation could not be carried our in deylight. Plans were dis- 
cussecé for expanding the operation vnen it was resumed in the fall, 
however. Up until this time JOHNSCN had keen instructed not to 
cake out more tnan 12 or 15 enveiopes at a time as the Soviet 
technicians*** couid nor handie a larger quantity during the time 
available. In the stepped-up operation, acscorcGing to VLASOV, 
sufficient personnel and facilities που α be available τὸ process 
approximateiy 30 envelopes. 

* NOSENKO, however. Gesctibed this device, or one very similar 
to it, in Geneva on 12 June 1962 “X-rays are beamed against 
a safe in order to determine che combination by radiation... 
that is, in order to open a new safe, any safe... The (spe- 
cial) equipment is contained in two suitcases; they turn it 
on and rays are emitted in order τὸ sense which combination 
should be chosen." JOHNSON said the device was contained in 
two separate pocket-sized packages as a guard against .harm- 
ful radiation, ard both JOHNSON and NOSENKO have described 

‘the possible effects of this radiation on the health of its 
operator. NOSENKO was not asked and did not volunteer why, 
ΔῈ this equipment was available at least as early as June 
1962, it was not used earlier in the Orly penetration oper- 
ation. 

** By matching Saturdays with the dates on which CIA records 
show the special technicians named by NOSENKO to be in Paris, 
ACSI arrived at the following possible dates for the penetra- 
tions: 15 December 1962, 22 Decemder 1962, 19 January 1963, 
26 January 1963, 16 February 1963, 2 March 1963, and 25 May 
1963. 

Ree JOHNSON, who never met them, was told that it was necessary 
for the Soviets to fly the technicians into Paris from 
Moscow for ach penetration of the vault. 
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There were, however, no further penetrations. On 4 august i 

1963, COMISCN received ozders transferring nim to the Seine Area a 

Command at Camp Bes Loges, not fer from Paris. He went to his 3 

Cemmending Officer and told him that he did not want the transe ἢ 

fer, that he was happy with his current assignment, and that it : 

was better for his wife to be near the hospital facilities in 

Peris. The officer replied that he would try to find another re- 3 

placement for the position at Camp Des Loges but that, in the a 

meantime, JOHNSON νου] have to report for duty as ordered. (Prior 4 

to leaving Orly, JOHNSON informed VLASOV cf the trensfer and offer-~- 4 

ed to attempt to cecruit a fellow-worker to take his place in the . Ξ 

penetration operation; VLASCV σένο him definite instruetions not ἢ 

to make eny recruitment attempts.) iis assignment at Camp Des 

Loge aS non-commissioned officer in charge of the "Classified ει ᾷ 

Control Center" was accempanicd by ἃ promotion, JCHNSCN reported 

for duty on 5 August los. 
we Hectes pe ae 

JOHNSON served at Lamp Des Loces for nine months, until Mey Β | 

1964. Dering this cime ke took pert in only one operation fer the 7 

Soviets, photography of 4 Seine @rs2 Commara catulogue, Cclassi- 

fied “secret. This Z27-vage doc gave @ synopsis of each 

Seine Area Command evacuation pieia. 

᾿ SOLNSON maneged to phocograph this docusent during normal 

working hours, probably semetine at the end cf 1907 or in January 

1964 using a special Loll-over" camera, which he then returned to 

VLASCV. About a week later, JOHNSON egain met with VLASOV, who 

told him that he did not consider the information worth the risk 

involved and called off future atiempts. The main purpose of the 

operation, VLASOV said, whicn was to acquaint JOHNSON with the 

“roll-over” camera and its use, hed been eccomplished. ' 

ee 

JCHNSON described this camera as having a built-in light j 

source and as resembling a cigarette case: To expose the filn, : 

JOUNSON rolled the camera access the paces. According to JOHN- : 

SON, tne Soviets attached great importance to this camera, end 

it was not given to him until he had provided detailed plans 

and descriptions o£ the building and office in which he worked, 

locations of the safes, and descriptions ci the personnel there. 

Furthermore, JOENSON was instructed to return the camera to his 

case officer the night efter taking the pictures or in any case : 

within three cays whether or not he had been able to take the : 

pictures. ** ὍΝ ; 

* JOHNSON later identified this document es the "Combat Opera- 

tions Index and Status of Emergency Plans.“ Classified 

"secret," it summarizes the contents of various individual 

emergency and evacuation plans for units under the Seine 

Area Command. : 
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- During an interview on 18 February 1955, JOHNSON statea - 
that he did not feel that his espionage efforts at Camp Des Loges 

“had been very profitable for the Soviets. It was his opinion that 
the most important document to which he hed access during this 
period was the top secret one on Seventh Army plans for retreat. 

to the Pyrenees in the event of a Soviet Army attack. When he 
proposed that he attempt to obtain it for the Soviets, however, 
VLASOV showed a complete lack of interest. VLASOV's attitude led 
JOHNSON to believe that the Soviets already had the document. 
JOHNSON stated further that it was his usual practice to scan: 
documents which came into his possession and to meke oral and 
sometimes written reports to the Soviets on their general contents. 
He specifically recalled discussing with: VLASOV the periodic 
counterintelligence summaries issued by CIC to which he had access, 
but VLASOV had not seemed interested in them, «JOHNSON believed 
these discussions came up in connection with possible use of the 
"roll-over" camera, and that VLASOV:s response had been that the 
informetion involved was not worth the risk of his exposure.* 

JOHNSON recalled: that "at their last n2eting ard for a few 
meetings prior thereto, ne and ‘Felix’ (VLASOV) did not step at 
a cafe as had beer their practice.** Instead, the entire meeting 
was conducted as they walked in the area of theic point of con- 
tact in Féris. At one of these meetings ‘Felix' apoeared to be 
visibly upset. In fact, he had not appeared for a meeting on 
the appointee date. The contact was not made until the alter. 
nate date. At that time 'Felix' suggested that he (JCHNSON) 
knew why they had not met as scheduled. Whenhe (JOHNSON) replied 
that he Gid not know, '‘Felix' explained to him that a Soviet In- 
telligence officer had defected in Gereva and that they had to 
be extremely cautious. 'Felix' told him that he did not have to 
worry, that the off-cer did not know him, but ‘Felix' instructed 
him to destroy anything which could idencify him with Soviet 
Intelligence. ‘Felix', who normally was very calm and self- 
assured, was completeiy out of character on this occasion. At 
this and succeeding meets befere he returned to the United 
States, he (JOHNSON) tried to tell ‘Felix' about the status of 
his expected rotation to the United States in May. ‘Felix' did 
not appear to be interested in anything he had to say. Finally, 

* JOHNSON said that in the Classified Control Section he had 
access to all classified documents originating with Seine 

' Area Command and to some classified documents originating 
in other Headquarters; he was responsible for supervising 
the printing of classified documents and for accounting for. 
and distributing all authorized copies of these documents. 
JOHNSON was asked on 18 February 1965 whether it would have 
been possible for him to take original documents or copies 
of them to his Soviet handlers. He replied that he could 
have forged receipts and taken a document from the Center 
on his person and, in addition, he could have made Sch 
copies of any classified document. .He did not do: th 
with regard to the one document he did copy, he said: Shes 
cause he had an interest in Becing and using the “roll- 
over" camera. 

** This change apparently occurred following NOSENKO's defec- 
tion in early February 1964. ̓ 
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at a meeting in early April, when ‘Felix’ told him that it was 
their last meeting, which came as a surprise to JOHNSON, he 

(JOHNSON) raised the question of how. he was to rotify ‘relix" in 
the event there was a change in his anticipated assignment to 

the Courier Station in dashington for which he had not yet been 

given official orders, ‘Felix’ in reply instructed him to place 

on a Gesignated wall of a building somewhere in Paris the letter 

‘wt af he received orders for assignment in the Weshington area 
and. the letter 'χ' if he received crders for assigrment elsewhere." 

a alba eee ipa φέρ 

At this meeting VLASOV also told JOHNSON that he was not to 
worry if contact was not esteblished immediately upon his return 

‘to Washington. He then gave JOHNSON contact instructions which 

called for the first meeting to take place in New York City in 

December 1964, eight months’ later. At some point in his ciscus- i 

“sions with VLASOV,’ JOHNSON told the FBI, he was surprised to see i 
URZHUMOYV enter the cafe where they were sitting and join them at : 

‘the table. This was the first time thet all three had met to- ἢ 

-gether since URZHUMOV had turned him over to VLASOV in 1961, prior δ 

‘to the Orly penetrations. For URZHUMOV's benefit, VLASOV again 
reviewed the arrangements for reestablishing con*-act in December, 

which gave JOHNSON an opportunity to express concern that he was 

to be out of contact for such a long time and to suggest the 

desirability of some sort of emergency contact arrangements such : 

as he had had during his duty tour in Paris. VLASOV and URZHUMOV 

told JOHNSON that such arrangements would not be necessary.* 

Sa. Ate A TRA 

JOHNSON claimed to have had no contact with the Soviets 

during his assignment at. the Pentagon Courier Transfer Station 

from Mav 1964 until he went AWOL in October of that year. 

* “According to MINTKENBAUGH, when JOHNSON contacted him in 

Arlington after his return to the United States, JOHNSON 

said that when he was leaving Paris the Soviets. treated. him: he ete 

as though he was being "dropped." JOHNSON said he had been i 5 

. instructed to get rid of all materials used in the operation , en 

fe es before leaving France. He also told MINTKENBAUGH that an- Ri, ἀλέας 

other reason for this belief was the fact that he had asked ize 
for instructions regarding emergency meeting procedures but 
had been told by the Soviets that none were needed. MINT-~.. 
KENBAUGH remarked to the FBI that this was a change in 
usual procedures. 
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(5) MINIXENBSUCH Ss Statements 
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Wher. he walked in to CIA on 10 November 1964 and during 
his: first interview by the FBI on 5 December 1964, MINTKEN. 
BAUGH described has recruitnent by JOHNSON in Rerlin in the 

‘summer of 1453 and his collaboration with JOHNSON in the 
Clandestine photography of documents and their transsittal, 
‘via Mrs. JOHMSON, to the Soviets in East Berlin until the 
faxl of that year. He aiso deacribed his role in JOHNSON's 
reactivation as a KCB agent in ¢arly 1957 and his own acti- 
vities as & courier between JOHNSON and Soviets stationed 

‘in Washangton, D.C. until. the summer of 1959. On the basis 

of this personal involte:ment, he has been able to give whet 
furports to be a rairly complete account of JOHNSON's espione 
age activities during this six.ycar period. Witr a number . 
ΟΥ̓ minor variations, which appear attributable to memory, 
MINTKENRBAUCH's description Is consistent with the story 
@iven by JOHNSON. Highlights of his confession are given . 
below, gs -parated into two sactions, ose oa what MINTKENBAUGH 
said about JOHNSON and one on what he said about hiuself. 

On Robert Lee JOHNSON 

After JOHNSON was transferzed to Orleans, France, in 
1959 and following MINTKENBAUCh's special training in Moscow 
(ses o-low) that fail, the KCB instreeted both agents to 
Sever ali ties with one another in an attampt ro compartment 
what row had becore separate operations. Both vOHNSON end 
MINTRENBAUCH igzored these instructions. The two corresponded 
by mail. throughout JOUNSSON's service in France and one of 
the first things JONSON did after getting settled in Washing- 
ton upon his return to the United States in the spring cf 
1964 was to look up his oid friend. ‘The two got together 
and swapp-d espionage stovies. From this, MINIKENBAUGH was 
able to teil the FRI in corsid-rabl- detail about the Orly | 
Courier Station penetration, Although MINTKENEAUGH's infor- 
mation added authing to aad was far less détailed than that 
later given by JOHNSON, the two accounts were consistent.* 

On His Own Activities 

MINVKENBALCH pictured himself as an agent with no 
unique access to signigicant intelligence, initially dis- 
trusi-d by the KCB, later used as a spotter and then as a 
courier, ineffectual in carrying out the ore important ase 
Signment gives him by tre KCB, but partly successful in 

-*#JOHNSON and his wife also were knowledgeable of MINTKEN. 
BAUWH's activities during the 1959-1963 period, MNINTKEN~ 
BAUGH apparently told them that he had been to Moscow for 
espionage training. Hrom his letters to them in Orleans 
and later Paris, the JCHNSONs had a good idea of MINTKEN- 
BALCH's principal mission in the Washington area, and when 
JOHNSON contacted him after returning from France in 1964, 
MINTKENBAUGH described his other assignments as well. 
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." He also indicated tasks 
that, during the latter part of his agent career, he was a 
reluctant .collaccerator and became ἃ handling problem for his 
KG2' ease officers. 

-MINTKENBAUGH's career as a KGB agent began in the summer of 
1953, ‘shortly after a chance encounter with his old acquaintance, 
JOHNSON. Within a matter of weeks JORNSON told MINTKENSAUCH that. 
he was a Soviet agent ard then, without ccnsulting the KGB, re- 
cruited MINTKENZAUGH as an assistant. JOXNSON's KGS handlers... 
were ‘extremely upset" when they .earned vhat JOHNSON had done: 

and 1t was not until October 1953, some months ater, that they 
would agree to meet MINTXENDAUGH. In the interim he~assisted 
JOMWWSON by standing watch while che latter photographed docu- 
ments. From October 1953 to April 1954. when MINTKENBAUGCH was 
transferred temporarily to duty with.a military hospital in 
France, he carried out a number of assignments for’ the Soviets, 

almost all connected with the spotting and assessment of Americans 
stationed in Berlin. For the five-month period he was in France, 
MINTKENBAUGH ciaimed to have been out of touch with the KGS, Upon 
returning to Eerlin in September: 1954. he resumed his spotting 
activities and spent a part of his time learning photcgraphy, the 
construction and use of dead drops, and secret writing techniques 
in préparation for his ampending transfer to the United States, : 
He left Berlin in February 1956, ᾿ 3 
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MINTKENBAUGH performed his next espionage assignment a year 
later when, in January 1957, he visited and reactivated Sergeant 
JOHNSON at KGB instruction. The toliowinc month he began service 
as a courier between JOHNSON, who was stationed first in Califor- 
nia and then 1n Texas, and the KGB in Washington, D.C. Other than ; 
these periodic courier trips, ΜΙΝΤΚΕΝΒΑΌΘΗ carried out no other i 
KGB assignments until the late fall of 1959. 

Probably in Octcber 1959, MINTKENBAUCH flew to Berlin and 
from there, in company with a KGB officer. to Moscow, where he 
was lodged in a safe apartment. For about three weeks he received 
individualized training 1n photography, cryptography, and manual "ἢ 
Morse reception, with emphasis on the latter. At the end of this : 
period, his case officer asked fo: the first time whether MINTKEN-~- 
BAUGH was willing to marry a Soviet woman and Live with her in the 
Washington area. According to the KGB plan as explained to MINT- 
KENBAUGH at this time, he would “establish a roof over his head" 
near Washington, preferabiy in Ariington; then, with the assis- 
tance of his "operational wife" he would serve as a courier, — 

* Although NCSENKO did not report on MINTKENBAUGH, he and JOHN- 
SON were so closely connected operationally and had such com- 
plete knowledge of one another'‘s:activities, that the confes- 
sion of either agent would almost inevitably result in the 
apprehension of the other. For this reason MINTKENBAUGH's 
story is given here in some detail. This account, for the 
most part, was given as part of. and subsequent to MINTKEN- 
BAUGH 's confession of complicity in Soviet espionage, but be- 
fore he was convicted for conspiracy. 
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collecting information from ἃ network of Soviet agents for 
celivery to tne KCB via dead drops, Several days after this, 
@hile MINTKENBAUCH was still considering the KCB proposal, . 
he was visited by “Alex.” MINTKENBALCH was told Alex" vas 
8 senior KCB official and a "very important person." ("Alex" 
was later identified as Aleksandr FEKLISOY, then Chief of 
the American Department of the KCB First Chief Directorate 
and later, under the mame FOMIN, KGB Legal hesident in 
Washirgton.) “Alex told MINTKENBALGA that nis Soviet wife 
would serve only as a cover for MINTKENBAUGH's espicnages 
Her pressnce would allow MINTKENBAUCH to travel freely 
throughout the United States (New York, California, end New 
Mexico were mentioned specitficaily) without having to worry 
about a “nagging wife." She also would be able to help hin 
operationally, pazticularly with radio communications, From 
"Alex's" manner and questions, MISTKZNBAUCH gathered that he 
had come mainly to “size him up" for this assignment, which 
MINTKENBAUGH row agreed to accept. 

‘Subsequently MINTKENBAUCH was introduced to his intended 
bride, known to him only as "Irene,"* and the two spent some 
time together to get acquaircted. She had either been informed 
or recognized that MINTKENBAUGH was a homosex zal and told 
bim she knew.** MINTKENBALGH retuvned to the United States at 
the end of December 1959. His only assignment from the Mose 
cow trip was to establish his own business in the Washington 
area as soon as possible so that "Ireze’ could join him. 

Following KGB instructions, MINTKENBACCH moved to 
Srlington, Virginia, in about October 1960, but failed to 
co anything about Lis "roof." Shortly after nis arrival and 
wathout advising or securing the appro-al of his KGB handler, 
he entered into a home-remodeling venture with a female 
friend fzom his days in Periin.. When MINTKENBAUGH told his 
case officer about this afte: the fact, the latter becume - 
“ewtremely upset," explaining that is instructing MINTKEN= 
FAICH to establish cover, tne KCB had meant to determine what 
business ne was to enter. He told MINTKEYDALCH to get out 
of the partnership as soon as possibie and into 2 business 
of his own. While still continuing this activity (he 
eventually persuaded the KCB to accept his participation and 
to contribute financial support) MINIKENBALGH took out a 
Virginia real estate license in the spring of 1961 and found 

“employment with an Arlington dealer. MINTKENBAUGH said that 
although his KCB officer seemed "pleas:d" that MINTKENBAUGH 
was working for this firm, it was indicated that eventually 
the KGB would like him to get a r2al estate office of his 
own, which the Soviets would finance. MIN!IKENBAUGH took 
no steps to do so. 

MINIKENBAUGH was also given a number of other assign- 
ments during this period. One of these struck him as being 
probably related to "Irene's"' dispatch to the United States. 
Some time in 1960 (MINTKENBAUCH is not sure of the date) he 

Presumably "Yrene” was to become a KGB Illegal. who would 
entex and live in the United States under a false identity. 

**tAithough MINTKENBAUGH is certain that the KCB knew of his 
homosexuality from the start of the operation, this is the 
only mention of it to him by the KGB personnel during his © 

entire agent career. 
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was sent to Vancouver, Canada, to sccure the birth certifi- 

cate of a female Canadian citizen, about the same age as 

"Irene: this female had. «migrated to Finland with her famaly 

as a child. Because of her age and "Trene's"” Saltie origin, 
_MINTKENBAUCH speculated that the as ssignmenat might be related 

‘to his principal ore. In November 1960 WINTKENBAUGH was 

_turned over to a new Soviet case officer who, probably some 

‘time in ]¥61, gave him a list of assignments which required 

‘that MINTKENBAUGH travel to Oklahoma te locate a number of ' ες 

. missile sites. He was also to trace a petroleum pipeline ἷ pea Εἰ 

running from Texas to Pennsylvania, to pinpoint the location : 

‘of a U.S, Department of State high-frequency transmitter 

near Warrenton, Virginia, and to determine the locaticn of 

‘ underground facilities of either the State Department or 

’ CYA near Gettysburg, Pennsylvania. MINTKENBAUGH was succeéss- 

fl in carrying cut some of these tasks and failed in others. 

tf 
2 oe 

“ 

iy ἢ 

stay Stated ERS 

By early 1962, according to MINTKENBAUGH, he was in 

| considerable financial difficulty. The real estate firm 

- where he vas employed was going bankrupt, his remodeling 

business required sizeable additional expenditures, and 

money was also needed to support other real estate ventures 

in California. MINTKENBAUGH again approached the KGB for 

funds, which were reluctantly given. The KGB case? officer 

was “quite upset" on this oc casion and told MINTKENBAUGH 

that the KCB could not continue to “pour money into the 

[semodeling} operation." He again instructed MINTKENBAUGH 

_to finish up the business as svon as possible so that he 

‘could “stop wasting time’ and establish his own cover firn, 

Depressed by his financial raverses, MINTKENBAUGH now 

“began to feel increased pressures” because.of his involves 

ment with the Soviets. He has since claimed that at this 

time ne wanted desperately to break off his relationship 

with the Soviets but did not know how to do it. He has 

stated his emotional condition "became so serious that he 

decidcd that he had batter leave town for 8 while sSefore he 

had a nervous breakdown."' During this period, MWINIKENBAUGd 

claimed, he was furnishing no information of value to the 

KGB but was merely going through the motions of cooperation. 
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For these reasons, MINTKENBAUGH sold his share in the 

house-remodeling business to his partner in the spring of 

1962, resigned his position with the real estate firm, and 

_unbeknown to the KGB, flew to Florida for about a nonth.* 

He financed the trip with part of the money he had recently 

received from his KGB handler. Shortly before departure : 

MINTKENBAUGH ‘wrote a letter to JOHNSON in France explaining 

that be was sick, that he was in dire financial difficulty 

and needed more money, and that he was going away for a 

τα while, He told JOHNSON to pass the letter to the Soviets. 

_ MINTKENBAUGH later told the FBI that he had no intention at 
Seniesa 

. 
4 

*This was not the first time MINTKENBAUGH made sich an 

unannounced trip. In 1938, on his own, he flew to Berlin to 

complain about his currert handler in Washington, whom ‘he 

considered "creepy," and to request a change in case ‘of- 
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the time to remain permanently in Florida: Tne trip was in 

reality an attempt to “run avay, to drop out of his espion- 

age activities." He hoped tre KGB would lose interest ia 

him in his ‘absence... The letter to JOHNSON, MINTKENBAUGH 

said, was tq give the Soviets a logical explanation for his 

absence.* x 

Nevertheless, MINTKENBALCH returned to Washington in ‘ νι τας igs εὖ 

time for his next scheduled meeting with his KCB case officer. τ ge EE Fee 

He returned, .MINTKENBAUGH toid the FBI, “to face the music." ; : 

The KGB officer was repurtedty furious that MINTKENBAUGH had ἢ 

written to JOHNSON, a violation of the very specific instruc- 

tions MINTKENBAUGH had earlier received to destroy JOHNSON's 

address and hreak all contacts with hin. Shortly after his 

return, SINTKENBAUGH found a job with another Arlington 

real estate agency. Fron this point on to the end of the 

operation, his principal assignment wes to photograph rental 

applications submitted by persons he knew or believed to work ; 

for CIA or otherwise to be of interest to the KGB. : 

The subject of the independent cover business and of 

'Trene's™ arrival in the United States was not dropped, 

however, Soviet efforts reached a high point, WINTKENBAUCH 

estimated. in Avgust 1962 whcn ha was summoned to a special 

meeting and found “Alex” (FEKLISOV), whom he had last seen 

in Woscow, waiting for him at the meet site. In what ime 

pressed MINTKENBALGH as a "pep talk," it was explained by 

“Ajex" thac he had come ail the way from Moscow to see him.** 

MINTKENBAUGH, he stated, was worth a great deal of money io 

the Soviets, who were willing to give it to kim, but MINTKEN— 

BAUCE must take immediate steps to establish his own business. ἢ 

FEKLISOV indicated that there had been no change in the plan 

to send "Irene" to Washington once this was done. Emphasizing 

this point, “Alex said that the Soviets would assume respor- 

sibility ror all expenses involved in setting up such a 

business and would cover any loses which might result. 

Noreover, he advised MINTKESBALGH to devise some sort of 

cover story to explain the large amounts of money the KGB 

was prepared to give him. Other aspects of MINTKENBAUGH's 

performance, including his failvre to follcw up on various 

assignments in the Washington area, were also discussed. 
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*In fact, if MINTKENBAUCH had not written to JOHNSON, it is 

likely that his absence would have gone unnoticed by the KGB, 

for he had no dead drops to service or meetings scheduled in 

this period. There are other examples of this alleged anbi= | 

valence on MINTKENBAlWGH's part. He has told the FBI on 

several occasions that he was looking for a way to break con= i 

tact with the KGB and once said the “during recent years he ὌΠ 

had been intentionally careless from a security standpoint 

and did not care whether he would be apprehended in connection 

with his Soviet operation." On the other hand, JOHNSON has 

said that MINTKENBAUCH was depressed when the KGB finally did 

drop contact with him and that MINTKENBAUGH went to considere 

able lengths to reestablish it.. ; Ἂ Σὲ ‘ 

**The August 1962 date is apparently incorrect, as is "Alex's" 

statement that he came to the 'nited States especially to see 

MINTKENBAUGH. Travel records indicate that FEKLISOV, who ͵ 

arrived in Washington in 1960, was out of the country. ἔζοθ 

18 July to 10 September 1962. 
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Mention continued to be made cf the ἘῸΒ plan at meetings 
‘gubsequent to “Alex's” talk; WINTKESBAUGH had no doubts that, 

as he had been told in Moscow, his primary mission was to | 

establish himself in a cover business of his own. At one of : τ 
nese meetings MINTKENBAUCH was told that “Irene” had become ΝΞ 

411, but that the KCR planned to sond someone <lse in her . oe 

place as soon as MINTKENBAUGH could provide cover. The : 

latest mention of the plan which MINTKENSAUGH could recall 

BADE DER etter χες TIEN TAU Sipe AE te 

gags at a meeting in the late summer of 1963. At that tine, 3 

_&is KGB case officer was distressed because no steps hed ert ae 

been taken and told him: "I have been here two years with 3 

you and this has rot happened." There is no indication in ee 

WINTKENBAUGH's confession that he ever took any decisive 

steps.to camply with KCB wishes in this regard. 4 

These meetings in the late summer and/or early autumn of ety 

1963 were apparently the last darect contacts MINTKENBAUGH : 

had with τῶν KCB. At one of them, he recalled, his KCB 

handler reveiwed the verbal recognition signais to be used 

in the event that it became necessary for an unknown Soviet | : 

to contact him and said that he, the KGB officer, “might τ τ ᾿ ΐ 

τὸς be around in the future."* ΜΤΝΤΚΕΝΒΑΙΌΗ next unloaded [ 

his dead drop probably in Septembsr 1963, and he attempted 
to develop the film on which, according to established 

procedures, schedules and sites for future meetings and dead 

drops were given, Only parts of the KGB instructions could 

-be made out, however. MINTKENBAUCH took the biame for this, . 

‘telling the FBI that he had “botched up the film" by using 

faulty developer. He was able to determine only that his 
emergency meeting site had been changed and that his next 

ἀεδὰ drop was scheduled for loading on 23 November 1963, but 

ke did not know the location of either, MINTKENBAUCH's 

means of contacting the KGB therefore was broken. Although 

thereafter he appeared at various of his previous meeting 

sites in the Washington area and called the emergency tele- 

phoze number given him by his case officer, MINTKENBAUGH 

was unsuccessful in reestablishing contact. The KG3 tock 

29 unitiative to do so, insofar as MINIKENBAUGE knew. ἘΞ 

Cer eiee ern ee ea 

JOHNSON's disappearance and an FBI interview concerning 

JOHNSON on 10 November 1964 caused MINIKENBALGH to prevail 

on bis roonmate, to drive 

him to CIA Headquarters. There, during @ nig Of 10-11 

November, he confessed his espionage activities to a CIA 

representative, The next day, before the FBI had a chance 

- to talk to him, MINTKENBAUCH moved out of his apartment in 

Arlington and disappeared. The FBI located him on 5 Deceme 

ber 1964 at his brother's mountain cabin in California. 

*HINTKENBAUGH's case officer at the time was S.D. ROMANOVTSEV, ἜΝ 

who did not leave the United States until December 1964, more 

than a year later. 

**According to JOHNSON, MINTKENBAUGH told him in the spring 
“of 1904 that he was considering as a last resort travelling 

to Mexico under a false identity in order to recontact the 

Soviets there, There is no evidence that he attempted to do 
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Tearfully, KINTKENBAUGH claimed that he was “in tke posi-~ 
tion of a man with a rope around his neck,” that kre deserved 
to be indicted and arrested for his past deeds, that he was 
“one of God's mistakes," that he had not found cut he was 
"queer"! until he was 27 years old and this revelation had 
“eaimost killed him,” that revenge "got-into him" and he had 
to get even, and that it was all "God's fault." When 
finally in control of himself, he made a detailed confession. 

| 
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(c) Hedwig JOHNSON 's Statenents 

Mre. JOHNSON's active participetion 4n Soviet espionage 

was short in time and limited in’ scope, encompassing only the 

period from 1953 to 1954 when she acted as a courier for. 

JOHNSON in Berlin, She did, however, remain knowledgeable 

of JOHNSON‘s, and to ἃ lesser degree MINTKENBAUGH's, intellie 

gence activities and was-later able to describe these to the 

FBI. 

Mrs. JGHNSON's account of her recruitment generally 

agrees with that given by her husoand. She told the FBI 

how JOHNSON, embitterec over his failure to receive an 

expected promotion, had sent her to East Germany to contact 

Soviet officials for the purposes of offering them his 

services, ‘rs. JOHNSON said that JOHNSON was primarily 

interested in revenging Himself agairst the U.S. Army and 

hed forced her into accepting this mission by telling her 

that he would rot marry her otherwise. Her first attempts 

to establish contact with the Soviets at Karlshorst. in early 

1953 were fruitiess, and it was not until about three months 

later that she succeeded in delivering JOHNSON's message. 

She was told to return to Karishorst the same evening with 

her husband. 

At this first meeting, the JOHNSONsS were questioned by 

a group of about seven Soviets concerning JOHNSON's desire 

to cooperate against the United States and his motivations 

for wishing to do 50. JOHNSON gave the Soviets ro classified 

information at this time and no decision wes made that night 

about using him. The Soviets said they first wanted το ἡ 

check on JOHNSON and his wife, At the close of the neeting, 

Mrs, JOHNSON was given false identity papers to facilitate 

future crossings of the sector border. 

Shortly thereafter, Mrs. JOHNSON eccompanied her husband 

to a second meeting with the Suviets. Again, she said, 

JOHNSON passed no information to the KGB other than a copy 

of his leave papers. After the meeting, however, JCHNSON 

-apked her for a pair of shoes so the Soviets could alter 

the heels to form & concealment device. ‘This was done. 

On four of five occasions prior to JOHNSON's transfer to the 

United States in 1954, she crossed the border carrying film 

“negatives which JOHNSON had placed in the shoes. According 

to Mre. JOHNSON, she never knew what was on the film and she 

‘ yeceived no money other than for expenses from the Soviets. 

JOHNSON married her, 88 promised, in April 1953. 

This apparently comprised her total espionage career, 

but JOHNSON was in the habit of discussing the details of 

his activities with her. In addition, she often accompanied 

JOHNSON to operational meetings efter his return to France 

in 1959 and until her deteriorating mental condition made 

this inadvisable in November 1960. (She still went with — 

JOHNSON to the vicinity of the meetings and waited for him.)- 

Her knowledge of. his activities 

JOHNSON, for example, gave her full details of the Orly Pene~- 

tration, including descriptions of the methods used to achieve 

initial entry, how he selected documents for the Soviets, 

and the procedures used to pass the documents to his case | 

officer and later return them to the vault. ᾿ 
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Mra. JOHNSON's knowledge of MINTKENBAUGH's espionage 
activities was less detailed. She had accompanied MINTKEN~ 
BAUGH when he was first introduced to the Soviets and was 
present at at least one later meeting; she was aware that he 

was involved in the photography of documents with JOHNSON ᾿ 
in Berlin; “rs. JOHNSON knew that MINTKENBAUGH hed “gene to 
‘Russia and there received an assignuent from the Soviets.." 
From MINTKENBAUGH's -letters to her and JOHNSON while they-—— 
were stationed in France, Mra. JOHNSON learned of MINTKEN} 
-BAUGH's real estate ventures and got the impression that 
:"MINTKENBAUGH was using his real estate background to assigt 
Soviet agests in getting located [in the United States]. 
‘JOHNSON, she said, put a stop to the exchange of letters 
with MINTKENBALGH, telling her that MINTKENBAUGH had written 
things he should not have mentioned and that Mrs. JOHNSON ~ 
(who was about to onter a mental hospital for treatment) 
"might talk about Soviet agents entering the United States* 
and setting up business firms." | 
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(4) Mental Condition of Hecwig JOHNSON 

Sirs. JOHNSON’s nental instability first manifested itself . mgt 

in serious form in late 1960, while JOHNSON was assigned to the Σ 

ordinance agency of the Orleans Area Command in France. 

At that time, JONSON said sae persisted in claiming that 

she was being followed by a black sedan, that there was 8 

microphone in the refrigerator, that she had been acquainted 

with the recent American defectors Martin and Mitchell, 

and thot JOHNSON was having an affair-with a local French- --΄--ὀ  πτΓ--- to 

girl who stayed with their children. * 

As a result, Mrs. JOHNSON was admitted to the Army 

Hospital at La Chapelle, France, in November 1860 and was 

Jater moved to another hospital at Landstunl, Germany. Ske 

was under professional observation for about a month on this 

occasion and returned home shortly before Christmas 1960. 

Following her release from the hospital, Mrs. JOHNSON was 

unable to sleep, and as the local doctor would not ‘prescribe 

more than two sleeping pills a week, JOHNSON took her to 

Vienna in January 1961, After she had been examined, JOHN- 

SON was told that she would have to remain in 8 private hospi-. 

tal there for an indefinite period of time for medication, 

When JOHNSON later returned to Vienna, the hospital doctors 

advised him to have Mrs. JOHNSON live for several years in 

Vienna .with her fanily or, as an alternative, in some other 

‘large city with a German-speaking population in order to 

provide an environment to which she nad been accustomed. 

She returned twice to Vienna for shock treatment and 

examinations while JOHNSON remained in France. When JOHN- 

SON travelled to Vienna to get Mrs. JOHNSON after the second 

of these visits in the fall of 1962, her doctor told him that 

she had referred to him (JOHNSON) as a “Russian general" 

and had accused one of the nurses of being a Soviet spy. 

(Earlier, in the presence of neighbors, JOHNSON was accused 

by his wife of being a spy.) JOHNSON learned from his 

father-in-law that Mos. JOHNSON had also told him that JOHN. 

SON was a Russian general. Eventually Mrs. JOHNSON was 

persuaded to commit herself to a U.S. Army hospital, and at 

the end of April 1964 she was evacuated from France to Walter 

Reed Hospital in Washington. (JOHNSON and his chiidren 

returned to ihe United States several days later.) She was 

released shortly afterward, but her erratic behavior, JOHN 

‘SON said, prompted his disappearance in October 1964, 

The FBI report of this debriefing of JOHNSON states 

‘that “as an overall analysis of his wife, he described her 

as over-sexed. During the past 10 years her sexual demands 

had tripled over what they had previously been and she never 

seemed to be sexually satisfied." MINTKENBAUGH’s statements 

tend to confirm this evaluation. He has described Mrs. JOHN=- 

SON as being a nymphomaniac who indiscriminately indulged in 

any kind of sexual activity with persons of either sex. Fure 

thermore, for two years she prostituted herself regularly with 

JOHNSON's knowledge while weekending in Las Vegas; he gambled ᾿ 

with the proceeds. 

Mrs. JOHNSON is now confined in a Virginia mental insti- 

tution. eg ee 

*JOHNSON has denied the latter charge. Nevertheless, JOHNSON 

on his own initiative did tell the French girl that he was 8 

Soviet spy, and he sounded her out concerning her willingness 

te work for the Soviets. 
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(6) Soviet Concern About Hrs. JOHNSON's Illness 

_ When it became apparent that his wife's treatment in 

Vienna nad been unsuccessful and that.he would have to 

leave Orleans to find a more suitable environment for her, 

JOHNSON discussed the matter. in detail with his KGB case 

officer. In the fall of 1962, after he made photographs 

of the vault dour for URZHUMOV, ‘the Minox camera was req 

= φυγηεᾷ to the Russians. This [according to JOHNSON] was done 

because of Soviet concern over Hedy's mantal condition. ~ 

JOHNSON was instructed to retain no incriminating materials 

in his possession." After URZHUMOV learned of Mrs. JOHNSON ᾽ 5 

confinement in ἃ U.S. military hospital, JOHNSON said he 

became "all shook up’ about the possibility that she might 

talk. URZHUMOV told JOHNSON to inform his wife that he was 

no lénger working for the Soviets, and JOHNSON must never 

again bring her to an. operational meeting. URZHUMOV also 

advised JOHNSON to cease all intelligence activity for a 

while, and all espionage paraphernalia was to be returned to 

the Soviets.* Reviseu and more elaborate emergency contact 

arrangements, providing for contact in Vienna and Washington 

as well as Paris, were agreed uvpor to replace earlier, un- 

successful procedures, and preparations were made for JOHN = 

SON's eScape should he be compromised. He said on 6 Janu- 

ary 1965 that there was no particular pressure concerning 

the emergency contact and escape arrangements “except that 

there was always the question and coucern that his wife 

might talk." 

Soviet fear that Mrs. JOHNSON might talk also was req 

flected in the handling of MINTKENBAUGH in Washington. MINT. 

KENBAUGH explained to the FBI that "during the period when . 

Hedy was confined to an Army hospital in Europe [November 

and December 1960] his KCB case officer arranged with him 

to effect an ‘eye-to-eye’ meeting-at-Brentano's Bookstore 

in downtown Washington, D.C. MINTKENBAUGH was scheduled to 

visit the bookstore three times a woek for a three-week 

period. The Soviet indicated that this procedure was to be 

adopted in order that it would be assured that Hedy bad said 

nothing during her hospital confinement which would expose 

the operation. MINTKENBAUGH said that he presumed that the 

Soviets had effected arrangements in Europe to become aware 

in the event σὰν would reveal any facts concerning her know- 

~ ledge of Soviet Intelligence. In the event Hedy did talk 

; and a dangerous situation resulted, the Soviets were to ade — 

οὐ vise MINTKENBAUGH through a drop or by a meeting." ; 

*In other tellings, JOHNSON has also said that the espionage | 

equipment, which included a Minox camera and tripod. and δ᾽ 

flashlight with a "“hollow-battery" concealment device, was 

returned to URZHUMOV at his (JOHNSON's) own suggestion. . 
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(vi) Damage by JOHNSON to U.S. Interests Ὁ 
‘4 

4 

The following excerpts are from a preliminary damage’ : - 4 
- assessmant* of JOHNSON's espionage activities since 1953 τ ΩΤ Ὲ με 
which was submitted to the U.S. Intelligence. Board by its : 
Security Committce on 11 January 1966: ᾿ G 

"The relatively low level of sensitivity of the. 
information which JOHNSON passed to the Soviets during 
his assignments in Berlin, the U.S., and Orleans, 
France, coupled with the passage of tine since those 

activitics, permit an initial assessment of relatively 
minor damage. 

“The damage done by JOHNSON at Orly, however, is’ i ¢ 
of another order of magnitude. Extensive investigative .. i 
efforts by the affected members of the U.S. intelli. i 
gence community [NSA, CIA, State Department, DIA, and 
the military services|...have succeeded in identifying 
both the type, and in some cases, the specific docu 

ments, which were 1 {86 Orty vault at some time during 
the period November 1962 to May 1963. But.it hes not 
‘been possible to identify pretisely which documents 
were in the vault on the dates of the penetrations...,. | 
The only viable assumption...is that all the documents 
‘to-which JOHNSON had physical access during the period 
of his vault penetrations, i.e., all the documents in 
the vault, were subjected to possible compromise by : 
the Sovicts....The review, which is Continuing, in- : ‘ 

ie volves a considerable volume of documents which may 
total more than a thousand. 

"The full extent of damage will only be known 
when the current review of documents by all affected 
agencies is completed.** The damage assessments pre- 
pared by the military services, however, based on a i 
review of their documents to date, indicate that as a 
result of access to documents in the Orly vault, the en 
Soviets may have learned: ᾿ 

1, Details of the Single Integrated Opera 
tional Plan (SIOP) including the attack plans of 
the Joint Chiefs of Stafi, the identity of Soviet 
targets, the tactical plans of USAF elements in-= 
cluding weapons systems and methods of delivery. 

*Compilation of the final damage assessment has been compli- 
cated by three factors. One was the difficulty involved in id τλονο σιν nts Ὁ 

| -. “determining what specific documents may have passed through weg ree et Cae 
the Orly Courier Transfer Station during his assignment there. Dos, Ss 
Second, since all documents remained wrapped while at the 
station, JOHNSON himself has been of little assistance in 
identifying them, although he has said that he concentrated - 
his selection on documents addressed to particular commands. | 
Finally, Armed Forces courier service records for this period’ 
have been. destroyed. ἱ oF : 
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2. U.S. Intelligence holdings on Soviet 
military capabilities, atomic energy production, 
weapons storage facilities, industrial complexes 
and order of battle. 

3. Daily U.S. Intelligence summaries in- 

cluding our comments and reports on military and 
political developments around the world. 

“ ἃς Comprehensive comparisons of U.S. and 
Soviet SAM Systems, 

5. Indications of the scope and success of 
the U.S. national SIGINT effort. 

6. <A wealth of taterial for use in crypto~ 
analysis. 

"From these preliminary reports...it is evident 
that Sgt. JOHNSON's cooperation with Soviet Intelligence 
has resulted in most serious damage to U.S, national 
security." υ 

The initial damage assessment does not cover the period 
from August 1963 until May 1964, when JOHNSON had access to 
all classified documents originatirg with the Seine Area 
‘Cormand and to documents from a number of other commands. 
JOHNSON has insisted that, during this period, he passed only 
one "Secret" decument to his Soviet handlers; Le has admitted, 
however, providing oral and some written reports concerning 
documents he read which were classified "Secret" and "Confi- 
dential" and which concerned emergency and evacuation pians 
of tie Seine Area Command, Having claimed no contact with 
the Soviets after he began his duty tour at the Pentagon, 
JOHNSON has thus indicated that he furnished no information 
to the KGB for that period, which began in June 1964 and 
ended in his disappearance in October 1964. 
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_ber 1957. He went to the security office in the Embassy on 

er 

4. Unsuccessful Appruaches to U.S, Citizens* 

a. The HARMSTONE Case 
. τ 

te A de ον te a 

nto μβιο Adhd avacs BER (1) Introduction 

After providing the two promised leads** at his first : 

meeting with CIA on 9 June 1962, NOSENKO then volunteered εἴ 

that the ΚΟΒ 1 1958 or-1959 had made en-unsuccessful ree ὦ atk 

cruitment approach to Richard Ὁ, HARMSTONE, Secchd Secretary ~~ 

at the U.S. Embassy in Moscow. Initially NOSENKO said that ἢ 

the KGB had photographs of HARMSTONE in homosexual as well { 

as heterosexual acts, but in 1964 he stated that although ; 

the KGB knew HARMSTONE to be 8 homosexual, it had no phcto- : ; 

graphs of him in such activities. The KGB, thanks to micro- 4 

phones in the Fmbassy, learned thet HARMSTONE did not tell ; ᾿ 4 

U.S. authorities the full story of the approach, omitting ; : 

the fact that the approach was based partly cn his homo~- ' 

sexuality. HARMSTONE's report of the approach was not, 

however, made in the Embassy. When HARMSTONE was. reassigned 

from Moscow, 8. summary of his KGB file was turned over to 

the KGB First Chief Directorate, and NOSENKO indicated that 

he was unaware of any developments in the case thereafter. 

Since the approach was made prior to his transfer to the 

U.S. Embassy Section of the American Department in January 

1960, NOSENKO said he did not personally participate in the 

operation but was informed of it by V.M. KOVSAUK, Chief of 

wists teas 

the Section. The o:ficers who did take part in the case 
could not be ideniivied by NOSENKO. 

HARMSTONE, a bachelor, was posted to Moscow in Octo- i 

23 May 1959 to report a series of events which had culminated 

the day before in his having been approached for recruitment 

by ἃ self-admitted KCB officer (then known to HARMSTONE only 

as "Sergey" but later identified as KOVSHUK). The approach 

was based, with accompanying photugraphs, on his alleged . 

homosexuality, an ailegation which HARMSTONE denied in his : 

interview by the Embassy Security Officer. He refused to 

collaborate, HARMSTONE said, but he had agreed to meet. "Sergey" 

on 23 May. In keeping with his instructions from U.S, authori-# 

ties, HARMSTONE lunched with "Sergey" that afternoon and 

thereafter avoided holding meetings with him. After his 

δε cerns dese Vaabia a: 

, reassignment from Moscow in October 1959, HARMSTONE admitted 

to the Department of State Security Office that he had a 

homosexual background and the phdtographs shown to him by aa 

KOVSHUK had been genuine, but he again claimed to have rejected 

the recruitment attempt. HARMSTONE subsequently resigned from 

the Department. 

Among the CHEREPANOV papers passed to the Moscow Embassy 

in November 1963*** was a document dated August 1958 on the 

KGB plans for operational activity against HARMSTONE, 

*NOSENKO kas described a total of five unsuccessful attempts 
by the U.S. Embassy Section, American Department. KGB Second 

Chief Directorate to recruit U.S. Embassy personnel stationed 

in Moscow. Two of these, the attempted recruitments of mili- 

tary code clerks KEYSERS and STORSBERG in which NOSENKO says { 

he participated personally, are discussed in Part VeE.3.¢. H 

The remaining three are described here. — Τ᾿ : 3 

**These are the BELITSKIY and "ANDREY" leads, ‘discussed in 
Parts VI.D.6. and VI.D.3.b., respectively. : : 

' *¢#For further information. on the CHEREPANOV papers, see Part 

V1.D.7.¢c. ᾿ 
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HARMSTONE, a Second or Third Secretary at the American En- 

bassy in Moscow. The KCB tried to recruit him, but he re- 

fused the approach. Previously the KGB nad used both female 

and male agents against him, and the KCB had photographs of _& 

the homosexual side as well as his activities with girls. P i 

NOSENKO believed that HAXMSTONE did not tell the whole story 

to the U.S. officials, reporting only that there nad been 

an approach to him based on compromise with women. The 

report on the approacn had not been submitted in the Embassy. 

(KOSENKO did not say where he reported it, -however.) At 

this meeting, having called the BE. ITSKIY case the first 

matter he would give te CIA and “ANDREY" the second, NOSENKO 

characterized the HARMSTONE case thus: -"HARMSTONE. HARM- 

STONE. This is already the third item. Be patient. That's 

‘enough for today. (Laughing.)" ᾿ ᾿ 

i 

θά 
Details on the HARVSTONE case from NOSENKO and other ἢ 

sources are presented below, 4 

(411) Information from NOSENKO 4 

- On 9 June 1962, at his first meeting with CIA in Geneva, . 

NOSENKO said -at the outset that he would sell two items of 4 

A ες $nformation in return for the money he needed, and that he 4 

=e στ τι — Wegid 161} CIA-no mores After—he had-finisned describing. ae, σὰ og meaty Ba ieee 

the "ANDREY"” case, however, he volunteered a story about ᾿ 4 

isiay Sees 

In February 1964 at CIA request, NOSENKO reviewed the 

CHEREHANOV documents, one of which concerned a ΚΟΒ plan for 

operations against Richard HARMSTONE, Part of the plan, 

according to the document, was to get HARMSTONE drunk and 

photograph him in intimate relations with a Soviet girl. : ; 

NOSENKO said this was in fact the way tle KGB did get the ᾿ 

material on which it based the later approach to him: "They 

got him drunk, At the same time they had him photographed. i 

And after that they talked with him. They tried to recruit i 

him, but he evaded the proposition. He declined the recruit- 

ment. But he also said nothing; he did not report. For this. 

reason they consider that if he comes into their view again 

somewhere, even in a third country, ther they will get to 

him and say: ‘How about recruitment? This happened on such 
and-such. You did not report it. Have you thought it over? 

You are hiding it for so long from your government, from the 

“State Department, that you had cortact with Soviet Intelli- 

gence.'" NOSENKO was asked how the KGB knew HARNSTONE had 

not reported the approach. He replied: “He was monitored, 

and we would have heard if anything about this matter was 

reported....Undoubtedly if he reported it, something would. 

have been heard from [the KGB microphone in] the Minister. . 

Counsellor's [office]....They would dictate a message on this...." 

ΠΡ Ψ ΤΡ, 

Asked who tried to recruit HARMSTONE, he said, "I do 
not know. That was prior to my coming into the department. 
This was in the year 1958 or 1959. I don't know who was the. 
case officer who spoke to HARMNSTONE." Asked if this officer eit 

was still in the American Department, he replied: “I don't i 
think he is. I don't think he is concerned with it anymore." ; 

Later reinterviewed concerning the HARMSTONE case, | 7 ay ἔς 

' NOSENKO repeated his assertion that he could not identify 7 ἢ 4 

the KCB officers who were persorally involved in the case, 8 Υ 

adding that he had learned of the case from KOVSHUK. He i 
also repeated his statements that the KGB knew HARMSTONE —_ 

dates isl TOP SESE  ςὉςὉὉς a 
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had not given the Embassy a full account of tae recruitaent 

approach; this was known from the microphones in the Embassy, 

from the telephores, and from the fact that HARMSTONE did 

not leave the Soviet Union immediately. (He thought that 

HARMSTONE had left the Soviet Union rot long after the ap- 

proach was made, toward the end of Lis tour, and it was not 

an early departure.) The KCB also knew HARMSTONE to be ἃ 
homosexual, but did not have any pictures of him in this kind 

__ of activity; the KGB did nave, however, a series of nude 

pictures of him with a female agent, and NOSENKO believed 
these photographs had. been shown to HARMSTONE in the course 

of the recruitment attempt. NOSENKO thought that the KGB 

may have had more information on HARMSTONE. than he, NOSENKO, 

was aware of and could tell CIA--otherwise, he said, the KGB 

would not have made the approach. After HARMSTONE left 

Mosccr, NOSENKO edded, a summary of his file was given to 

the First Chier Directorate, but he never heard whether they 

had made an attempt to contact him thereafter. 

(111) Informaticn from Other Sources 

HARMSTONE, one of the economic attaches at the Embassy, 

shared an office with William TURPI*, also an economic 

attache, until TURPIN was replaced in August 1958 by George 

WINTERS.* WINTERS and HARMSTIONE worked together until HARM. 

" STONE finished his tour in October 1959. 

The KCB plans for operational activity against HARMSTONE 

outlined in the CHEREPANOV document dated August 1958 tally 

closely with information reported in Foreign Service dis~ 

patches by TURPIN, HARMSTONE, and Janes RAMSEY, and sub- 

sequently confirmed by HARMSIONE in interviews conducted by 

the FBI. The descriptive details in the CHEREPANOV document 

about the agents to be used against HARNSTONE are quite 

specific and, when matched against the Foreign Service dise 

patches, make it possible to identity them even though the 

document uses only cryptonyms when reterring to them. For 

example, the plan states: "Through the agent 'NIKONOV,' who 

works in the Institute of Economics of the Academy of Sciences 

USSR, continue to rerder to HARMSTONE small favors on 8 re~ 

ciprocal basis (cooperation in arrarging visits with economigts, 

visits to the institute, etc.) trying, on his part, to obtain 

from HARMSTONE materials on the economics of South America 

(the specialty of ‘NIKONOV')." TURPIN, HARMSTONE himself, 

and WINTERS each reported having many contacts with Yu.V. BELOV, 

who was the American Embassy's liaison contact with Soviet 

economists, particularly in the Institute of Economics of 

the Academy of Sciences. BELOV was fluent in Spanish, and | 

was concerned with economic problems of South America. 

Similarly, most of the other agents have been identified with 

individuals on whom there was detailed information available 

from overt contacts in Moscow. : ᾿ . 

HARNSTONE came to the security office in the Embassy 

on the morning of 23 May 1959 and stated that he was in 

serious difficulty and wanted to discuss the matter. He told 

of having been drugged while dining at the home of BELOV in 

April 1959; also present was a “cousin” of BELOV's who was 
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an actor. A few weeks later, HARMSTONE seid, he and WINTERS 

were invited to the BELOVs for the afternoon. but WINTERS 

was busy so HARMSTONE had to go alone. He named the various 

other Soviets who were part of the day's outing, among ‘them 

a couple named "SOKOLOV" (identifiable in the CHEREPANOV ὁ 

paper as the caso officer A.M. MIKHAILGV and the agent «= _ 

"KRUCHININA’). At a visit to a dacha after lunch, a friend 

named "Sergey" was present and made HARMSTONE's acquaintance. 

A few days later "SOKOLOV" invited HARESTONE to have lunch, 

τος μηὰ mentioned-that "Sergey! -wouid probably-join them,—as—he: 

did. After lunch the three went out to visit "Sergey's" - ° 

decha, where "SOKOLOV" soon disappeared to-take a nap. — 

“Sergoy" then identified himself to HARMSTONE cas ἃ worker 

of the KGB who had been investigettug the case of a "notorious 

— 
Sergey” 

then made recruitment overtures, which WARISTONE rejected, 

but he did agree to lunch with "Sergey" the following daye 

Also, "Sergey" offered to assist HARMSTONE in his career, 

and gave him his office number, to be called from outside 

the Embasey lest HARMNSTONE should be overheard making the’ 

call... | 

Following the initial interview with the Security Of- 

ficer, the latter reported the situation to the Minister 

Counsellor, Richard DAVIS, wno concurred in the Security ; 

Officer's belief in HARMSTONE's innocence of the homosexual 

alle ation. The two agreed that HARNSTONE might keep the 

scheduled appointment to have lunch with "Sergey" that same 

arternoon. ᾿ 

"Sergey" did most of the talking that afternoon, 80. 
. eording to HARMSTONE, commenting on a number of the Embassy 

personnel and various prominent Soviet personalities. 
"Sergey" planned for HARMSTONE to lunch with him the fol- 
lowing week, but, followirg instructions of the Security 
Officer and “Minister Counsellor, HARMSTONE thereafter fended 

off "Sergey" by telling him it was pointless for HARMSTONE 
to see him, that the KGB knew the situation to be "completely 
phoney," and that the KGB should stop harassing him; he 

τς wanted no assistance, no further luncheons, no other appoint 

αἴ ments with KGB personnel, HARMSTONE successfully avoided 
contacts with "Sergey" thereafter, until the latter broke in. 
on a dinnex HARMSTONE was having in a restaurant with a 

- casual Soviet contact (a student) in August 1959. HARHSTONE 
said he repeated his refusal to see "Sergey" and the latter 
departed. ; 

In August or September of 1959 HARMSTONE passed a note 
to the Security Officer in the Embassy in which he reported 

that he was certain that his KGB friend "Sergey" was identical 
with George WINTERS* contact in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 
V.M. "KOMAROV,* He explained how he had come to. this discovery: 

*KOMAROV is the alias used by KOVSHUK on his ten-month visit 
to the United States in 1957-1958 #nd later in Moscow with 

his American contacts, until 1963 when he began to use his 

true name, ES : : 
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“George WINTERS’ contact in Foreign Ministry V.M, KOMAROV 
called the other day, asking for George. His voice sounded 
go wuch lite that of ‘Sergey’ that I asked George if I could 
see a photograph of KOMAROV on his 1957 visa application, 
If KOMAROV is not ‘Sergey,* he could easily be latter's 
twin brother, The only difference is that when I have seen 
“8" he was always wearing glasses, In the picture he ig not 
wearing glasses, George has. never seen hin wearing glasses..." 
-HARYSTONE's_note_then_went_on_to_mention_other_points_wnick 

ων δὲν γον οὐκάβμβ 

ὡίβι λας. 

@upport the identification. 

but reiterated his rejection of recruit- 
ment. He subsequently resigned.‘from the: Department. 
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b. Edward Ellis SMITH 

(4) Informetion fron NOSENXO 

.In 19862 NOSENKO told a-detsiled story of a KGB attempt 
to recruit the Security Officer at the U.S. Embassy in 1954 . 
or 1955, ἃ man named SMITH, His KGB cryptonym was "RYZHYY" 
(18 dhead) because he had red heir. . : 

NOSENKO reported that SMITH was having en uffair with -- 
his Russian maid; but the KGB could not manage to get photo 
Graphs of them in compromising situetions beoguse their 
‘datimate relations took piace in his apartment in the Embasay. 
‘The maid was therefore given a camera to taxe photographs 
of herself within the apartment, in various sexual positions; 
the KGB superimposed photograpns οὗ SuUITH ia a photomontage 
and used these to make a recruitment approach to him, The © 
KGB mailed him a letter instructing him to come to a pergonal 
meeting, encloging copies of tha photegraphs with the-letter,. 
‘He came to the meeting and Second Chief Directorate Chief 
‘0,4, GRIBANOV hinsel?f made the recruitment tpproach.. SNITH 
‘wavered, saying neither yes nor no, but zg.ced to come back 
“to another meeting. He did not appear for the second meeting, 
however, and NOSENKO claimed that at this time he personally 
was sent after the Russian maid to find out why SMITH hed 
not come, She reported that he covid not make up his mind 
what to do, that he hed been up all night, first deciding 
that he would cooperate, then deciding that he would not, 
The KGB then sent him several more letters threatening to exe 
pose hin, Finally, after three days, SMITH breke down and 
told the Ambassador of the situation. He was immediately 
sent home, and that ended the operation, 

In 1964 NOSENKO denied that he had had eny personal 
role in the case, explaining that as a junior officer in the 
U,S, Enbassy Section at the time, working on correspondants, * 
he would not have taken part in so important en operation, 
He said that he had heard about the operation from ἡ Κις 
KOVSHUK, whose case it was at the time, (On a later occasion 
NOSENKO claimed that in a legal sense he had a personal role 
in the case; he was assigned to a phone-watch to receive sure 
veillance reports on the operation.) Otherwise, the accounts 
by NOSENKO of the SMITH overation have been consistent with 
the story he related in 1962, 

' (14). Information from GOLITSYN Pa | 
Re) 

In February 1962 GOLITSYN reported that in 194% he had 
read a two-volume study on KGB operetions against American 
Intelligence in the USSR, prepared by 8.M. FEDOSEYEY, which oo 4 
gave examples of successful work against the U.S, Embassy in ; 

on Ρ . Sade 

*8ee Part V.C, for NOSENKO's dating of his responsibilities 
in the U.S, Zmbassy Section from 1953-1955; he claimed to 
have been Working on correspondents until June 1954, when. 
he took over the Army Attaches. He stated that he left for . 

_ the Tourist Department in June 1955. Edward Ellis SMITH ar~ 
rived in Moscow on 20 July 1954. The first -letter was dated 
1 June 1956 and received on 2 June 1956 by SMITH, 
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Moscow, One case , concerned an Anerican, probably single, 
who was either the Security Officer or the counterintellie 

. gence fepresentative in the Enbassy, He hed a dog, and lived =~ 
in an apartment in the city or a country house outside Moscow, 9. | 
His Russien meid or cleaning woman was his mistress. The KGB 
thought ne would not be recruitable by ordinary blackmail on 
the basis of his intimate relations with his maid, so the maid, . 
a KGB agent, was instructed to cozfess to him that she had 
been recriitéd by thé KGB against her will end would be are 
rested if ahe did not fulfill her KGB tasks, He agreed to 
help her, and GOLITSYN believed that he did not report τη 
to his Washington headquarters, He also recalled that the 
American first supplied only disinformation to the KG, but) 
when the KGB complained, he provided a mixture of truth and 
disinformation, GOLITSYN. said this case study was based on {| 
ἃ true incident which took place between 1953 and 1957, but : 

he was not sure if the operation really did result in ἃ suce ᾿Ὶ 
cessful recruitment as was alleged in the study. 
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(c) The BINDER Case 

(i) Information fron NOSEXKO 

While reviewing notes he had -brovght tc a meeting in 
Geneva on 26 January 1964, NOSENKO first: mentioned the 

unsuccessful attempt to recruit Peter BINDER. NCSENKO said 
that BINDER, the "top Sergeant in charge of America House," 

—___-_had been. having sexual_relations-with-a -Soviet-fexale in—-kig-——. 
room at the America House for some time and had been obtaining 
articles such as dresses and coats forher from the United 
States. Because BINDER's activities were confined to America 
‘House, the KGB.was unable to photograph his indiscretions 
and thus had little means to exert pressure on him. The 
recruitment approach consequently failed. 

In later intervievs by CIA and the FSI, NOSENKO idesati- 
fied the woman involved’as Galya MORELLI, a KGB agent em- 
ployed at America House as a dishwasher, NOSENKO said that 
Vladimir DEMKIN of the U.S, Embassy Section was the case of- 
ficer working against BINDER, and that δι, FEDOSEYEV, Chief 
of the American Department, took part in the approach. This 
was in 1962, NOGENKO said, after he had transferred to the 
‘Tcuvist Gepartment, and for this reason he could provide 
no further details on the case. 

(41) Information from BINDER 

Master Sergeant Peter BINDER arrived in Moscow, where 
he was assigned as manager of Amcrica House, on 16 March 1961.+* 
Ke was approached by the KGB on 15 January 1963 and reported © 
the KGB sitempt to U.S, Embassy officials the same day. On 
22 January 1963 BINDER was withdrawn from Moscow before the 
completion of his tour. At the airport as he was leaving, 
the Soviets attempted to prevent his departure by saying 
that he had never been properly accredited to the USSR, 
The plane was delayed for abcut 15 minutes while a heated 
exchange took place between Soviet officials ane the American 
officers accompanying BINDER, He then was allowed to leave. 
The following description of the Soviet recruitment attempt 
is drawn from debriefings of BINDER by the U,S, Embassy Se- 
curity Officer in Moscow on the day of the incident anc from 
debriefings by the FBI and Department of the Army after his 

_return to the United States. . 

In about December 1961, according. to BINDER, he first 
-became intimate with MORELLI, a dishwasher at America House 

. whom he has described as being a pretty, intelligent, well- 
‘manicured girl of about 26. Their relationship centinued 
until June or July 1962, at which time MORELLI “disappeared” 
from her job without notice while BINDER was on leave. During 

*It was BINDER who summoned the Embassy Security Officer, 
Hugh MONTGOMERY, to America House in the summer of 1962 when 
he became suspicious of "LILLIAN," the “Austrian” girlfriend 
of the U.S. military code clerk Matthew ZUJUS,. After. 
telling MONTGOMERY that she was going to her hotel to get her 
passport, which would prove her nationality, "LILLIAN" digsap- 
peared and was not seen.again at America House, NOSENKO re- 
ported this incident, but associated it with the development 
of another military code clerk (see Part V.E.3.ce). 
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their affair, BISTER occasionally gave MORELLI gifts of a 
money and clothing but restricted his meetizgs with her to : 
his room in the dormitory. In about February or March 1962 . ee " 

, MORELLI came to BINDER and said that she thought she. was ᾿ : =e 
pregnant; she sade no denands of BINDER, hovever,. and eaid i 
nothing about getting an abortion... Although at his first 
interview in Moscow BINVER said that MORELLI at no time ine. 
dicated that she was required to obtain information for the 

as ._..... Soviets,—he. told _the_FBI-:in. late. February_1963 that_on one 
occasion in his rcom at America House NORELLI admitted: to him 
that she was sent to América House by the Soviets and that 
811 employees there were required to meet 28 two groups once 
ἃ month with their contacts [KGB officers] to discuss the 
America House personnel. 

On the morning of 15 January 1963, the day of the ap- ὶ ᾿ 
proach, BINDER left: America House on foot to get a haircut 

at a Sovict barbershop, some 300 yards away. While he was ae 

enroute, a car pulled up beside him, three “goons" strong- 4 
armed him into the back-seat, and he was driven to a nearby ? 3 
Militia station. After some perfunctory questioning, one -- ; 
of the Militiamen made several phone calls, and an interroe 
gator arrived a few minutes Later. 

| Ϊ . 
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The’ interrogator had a letter which he said had been 
mailed by MORELLI to the U.S, Embassy and had been inter~- 
cepted by the KGB. The letter contained numerous allegations : i 
against BINDER, which the interrogator preceeded to list. ᾿ς “ἢ 
Among them, EINDER was able to recall tne following: 

“Οὐ 25 November 1961 there was a party at America 
House for Soviet employees, avter which BINDER and 
MORELLI went to BINDER's room. Subsequently BINDER 
and MORELLI lived tegether as man and wife. 

| 
i 

eReae calidad ewe tees 
“Αἴ another party, in December 1961, BINDER 

ointed out five cunlisted men living in America House 
the letter named them} telling MORELLI that they were 

informants for John ¥. ABIDIAN, the Embassy Security 
Officer.* He told NMORELLI that the girls working in 
America House should be particularly careful of Charles 
GIDARO, as he was sBIDIAN's right-hand man. 

-In February 2962, MORELLI told BINDER that she was ὶ 
pregnant, and BINDER instructed her to get an abortion. 

~At the George Washington's Birthday Party in 1962 
BINDER pointed out ABIDIAN to MORELLI and Svetlana 
IVANOVA, another emplcyee of America House, and told then ar 
to be careful of him as he was the Embassy Security Offie eae Rete a oe 
cer. . 

~At some point BINDER gave a sewing machine to ἃ 
_ Soviet citizen to seil forhim. At another time BINDER 
crdered from the United States‘a coat for the America 
House exployee Luba TISHKINO, but then told her that it. 
had been lost in the mail, The.coat was not really lost, 
however; BINDER gave it to one of the old cooks at Ameri- 
ca House because she paid him money for it. 
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the KGB coverage of ABIDIAN. NOSENKO has not reported that 
the ΚΟΒῈ was aware of these enlisted men serving as informants 
for ABIDI AN. 
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eAfter asking whether BINDER was acquainted with 
Mr. LOHRER cf the West Cerman Exhassy, the. interrogator 
asked if BINDER hid given LOHRSR goods to sell on the 
Soviet market. ; 

-In April 1962, BINDER told MORELLI that Hugh 
MONTGOMERY had arrived at the U.S. Embassy as Security 
Officer, that MWONTCOMZRY was a good friend of his, and 
that he had told MONTGOMERY about his affair with ᾿ 

ἃ . MORELEI--but-MONTCOMERY had told him not to worry abeut 

re 

it. 

-BINDER told MORELLI and Svetlana IVANOVA thet 
Richard C, JACOB,* a U.S, Embassy employee, was a "well- 
trained spy" and that MORELLI and IVANOVA should there. 
fore be carsful of hix. 

. In cescribing his conversation at the Militia station, 
BINDER said that, after the interrogator had asked'a number 
of quéetions, he, BINDER, complaired that the Soviet waa 
-talking too fast. An interpreter was thereupon called in 
and remained until BINDER «as questioned concerning JACOB, 
At this point. the interpreter left and thea interrogator 
continued to question BINDER on persoral matters. Except 
for the relatively short tims the interpreter was there, 

all questioning was in Russian, which BINDER generally undere 
stood. After discussing BINDER's fanily, the inrerrogator 
asked BINDER what ought to be done about the letter and the 
charges it contained. He suggested that if tne letter were 
gent on to the American Ambassador, to whom it was addressed, 
U.S. officials would not belicve BINDER'’s denials of the 
charges, his career in the Army would be ruined, and BINDER 
Wuld 0 longer be able to support his two daughters, According 
to BINDER, his reply was that there was nothirg he could do 
if the Soviets decided to forward the letter, and "that would 
be that." The interrogator then left the room. 

When he returned about i5 minutes later he spoke to 
BINDER in a friendly manner, commenting that BINDER had been 
in Moscow for almost two years and that it was obviously 
important for him to finish his tour there and remain in the 
Army. BINDER agreed with this. The interrogator then said 
that BINDER's actions whiie in the Soviet Union had been quite 

‘proper, that he had always been very fair to the Soviet girls 
who worked for him, and that he, the interrogator, had decided 
to help him, The Sovist continued that he was going toe forget 
about the letter and ail the charges contained in it and that 
the letter would not be forwarded, He eglso pointed out that 
as the ietter was not going anywhere, there was no need for 

’ BINDER to mention the incident of his arrest to anyone. ΒΕΙΝ- 
- DER was then driven back to the barber shop. 

BINDER summed up the entire ircident, which lasted a 
“little over two hours, by saying that the approach. was very 
low-key and that at no time was he specifically asked to 81}. 
‘ply information to the Soviets, although this was implicit in the 
remarks of his intervievers. 

_ 8866 Part VI.D.7.b. regarding the detention of JACOB in connec- 
tion with the PENKOVSKIY case. 
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During questioning by U.S. authorities aftervards, | 

BINDER srid that he had denied ‘he truth of the allegations, og 4 

pointeby-point, and that, apart from the charge that he was ie A 

intimate with MORELLI, none of them, in fact, were true. 5 - τ ᾿ Ξ 

Specifically, BINDER told Army questioners in June 1963 that { ἐπ τὶ 

he had 1δυρεορὰ at his interrogator when. the latter attributed i ἢ 

i i i ments concerning MONTGOMERY and JACOB : 
BINDER denied to his U.S, Arzy intere ᾿ 4 

viewers (as he δὰ @ had to the Soviets) that he knew } ἃ 

— ἐπ = WONTGOMERY personally, δεῖ 86 kad told MONTGOMERY of Π48- -------- ----------«-.---- + 

affair with YORELLI, and that. be had told MORELLI he had ἰ 4 

done so. He said that he toid the Soviet interrogator i ΕἾ 

that it was "ridiculous to believe that Richard JACOB was ee at : 

a spy.’ In fact, BINDER said, he had no knowledge of JACOB's 
duties in Moscow and had only slight personal contact with 
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5. Operations Involving Other Westerners 

a. Tabulation 

το mama eet grt eters 

{4} Introduction 

‘MOSENKO has provided identifying information on 90 ¥GB agents, : 

probable agents, and operational contacts of Western (but non~ : 

American) citizenship and he nas described an additionai 12 de~ ; i 

velopment and investigation operations against such third-country — 

nationals. A¢@ indicated in the following tabulation, 55 of 

NOSENKO's recruitment leads and five of the 12 investigative 

and developmental leads were contained in the notes which he 

brought tamthe meetings with CIA in Geneva in 1964 and which en- 

abled him to provide specific information on these individuals, 

for example, their dates of birth anc precise. dates of recruit- i : : 

ment. At the same time, however, NOSENKO generally furnished : 7 

comparatively fewer details concernirg the KGB operations against ; 

other Westerners than he did in his leads to American cases; : 

often his information did not exceed that written in the notes. ! : 

He has disclaimed personal participation in all but four of his 

cruitment leads and two of hia investigation/cevelopment cases. 

/ For the most part NOSENKO's foreign leads are based upon informa- 

tion which he said he learned casually and noted for passage to 

ΤΆ during the time he was Deputy Chief of the Tovrist Departe- τὰ 

Rae ae 

é sender wi oad Ne 

a 

ment in 1962 and 1963, (With certain exceptions, NOSENKO nas . 

, been questioned less about his other Western leads than about his _ 

American cases, particularly with regard to sourcing.) Γ᾽ 
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gent Leads 

LEADS 

WOON INF af ay τ τῇ 

agent. ἀῶ δος did 
st date of recruitme 
wditment, nor what t 
ae provid 

relieves A. Pp, ΠΑνΞΩΥ 

PERM Ce 

tS a Longe time 
not know the 

nt, the basis of 
ype of informa~ 
fed to the KGB. 
AN was the’ case 

δ ἣν Born in Odessa 
now ‘an “Argentine citizen; was con 

ted ‘in Odessa by the Chief of the 
μὰ Department of the Odessa KGB, 
a) VARYUS*; he was met- again in 

Η 

SCOW. 

serene i Ct epee + 

Seurce not named. 

475. 

SOURCING AND DATE OF REPORT 

(1962 and 

1564) 

Source not named, but Tourist 
Departinent involvement. (1964 
notes) 

.o second dep artmerts of local KGB units are provineial counterparts of the Second Chief GEreerorar’ in 

956 un a 1963, οἷ 2 6 unti pe 

ἡ νος εἰκὼν mame ue msionee soma 

Sree ay 

= ἌΡ Te 

. \, ™ 

INVESTIGATION RESULTS 3 ; 

δὰ Sas : 
earlier CIA aterererr: that he is 

a KGB agent stemmed from his long 

tour in Moscow, his pro-foviet atti- ΓΙ 

tudes, and his ability to conduct δ 

large-s scale blackmarket activities 

in Moscow with impunity. φρο τ το Br cong 

was in official liaison with Soviet co 

representatives in Kabul prior to pes : 

his assiqnment to Moscow; his rela- ΕΞ . 

tions with these Soviets were re~ ome) : 

portedly cordial. igs apparently ΕΞ 

gave his full persoiia support to awd 2 

Prime Minister DAUD's program of @x= fie 

panding Afghan military and other ; 

ties to the Soviet tnion. Contrary 

opinions have been receives which 

describe him as pro-West or at least 

ee nationalistic. NOBENEO 

Identified aS ager peer te 

investigation. so iaf?has cisclosed 

no contacts with Soviet Ofriese>e 

in Argentina. ᾿ 
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476. 

ow by an officer οὗ the Tourist 

mtment, Second Chief Directorate, 

was recruited. Currently a business- 

in Buenos Aires and| has relatives in 

186 this case has been turned over 
. 

ne First Chief Directorate. 
. 

. , tnu: BS Argentine 
Fecruirced in Moscow] in 196) or 1962 

Source not mamed, (1964) 
ployee or .the 

ag@mosexual grounds. | Recruited by i : Argentine Embassy in Moscow, cone 

. IMALYUGIN of the Fifth Section, fessed to his gvuperiors on 5 Deceme 4 

rican Department, Second Chief Direc- ber 1961 that he had been recruited . &,. 
ate, in Moscow in 1982.» by the KGB on homosexual grounds. . re 

The case officer who acted ag in- - : 
terpreter in aes recruitment bn 
was V.L. ARTEMYEV, whom NOSENKO 

᾿ 
Ft Ε 

has identified az one of the case C3 
officers under his supervision in ΡΣ Ξ 
1960-61. ἊΝ 

ee: we: An Australian who Source not named. (1964 notes) 
αἰ το the USSR as a tourise in 1960 
was Cuntacted at 088 request of 
Birst Chief Directorate; she’ 

agd ta cooperate me is an oOpera~ 
n@l contact, . not an jagent. 

‘Austria 

Bee (fru): sae NOSENFO first learned about 

okt Array iin ioecow μας eesinty SR when he was working in Ἷ 
ryited after an extensive culti- Anerican Department in 1960 

δε) ἣν GRIBANOV in the period 1961, but he could not pinpoint : 

0 the date more precisely. Source } 
was Nikolay IGNATOV, who visited 
the Pepartment on the orders of 
a GRiBANOV, Chief of the Sec 
nd Chief Directorate, to obtain 

re ἘΝ ~-requirquenta. (1964) 

ree to NOSENKO, the Fifth Section of the American Department is concerned with 
Moscow. ὃ 



An FRast-West tracer 
and a KGB agent j 

there on τον. Ι 
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ΜῈ UNKNOWN: The code clerk at the 
Serian Fmbassy in Moscow in 1960 
gia KCR agent. 

oad 
| i 

aa 
d'Belqium 

Girt cad emer rn 

ruil ted Oh εὖ July Tyee ἢ ἌΝ Col. 
FEKSEYEV and Cept. ROMANOVICH of the 

xth Section (Auto Tourists) of the 
ugist Department 3 προ is ἃ tour 

ager for : 

‘mani ease A Belgian, was re~- 
ulted on 18 duly 1962 by the Tourist 
ἀν 5. he is a bus driver for 

477. 

NOSENKO brought to CIA in 
Geneva a copy ὍΣ the official 

He Learned oft ἢ 
Tourist Department involvement. 
(1964) 

O.S. BUBNOV of the Third Depart- 
ment, Second Chief Directorate, 
‘told NOSENKO in 1960 about this 
agent. (1962) 

Source not named, but Tourist 
Department involvement. (1964 
notes) 

Source not named, but Tourist 
ee involvement. (1964 
notes 

dmuicagy the subject of several de- 
nunciations as a Soviet agent, is 
Communist sympathizer; he offered 
his services to CIA in March 1961 
but was texminated in 1962 on the 
basis of an unsatisfactory poly- 
graph examination, lack of produce 
tion, and gencral suspicions 
concerning his probable KGu egeny 
status. 

. RANEY a code clerk in 
Moscow dur ing the late 1950's, bee 
cume involved with a young Ruasian 
girl and was questioned about this 
by his superiors, who suspected KGB 
sponsorship; he was removed from 
cryptographic work in 1961 and 
placed in a non-sensitive job. 
After reviewing CIA information on 
Cs NOSENKO confirmed that 
tiis wae the name of the agent on 
whom he had reported. 

Γ᾿ 

also known as 
» Visited the Czech 

issels on at least 
{See entry on van de 

A Embassy in- 
one occasion, 
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see paires stot PROWL AE ate α 

rape yas A KGB agent 

Ras gaven ΠΝ a bus 

we for the Ὁ 
AGENCY. 

ὈΝΆΝΟΝΝ An “of filer of unknown 

eatitee ‘whoa is employed at a NATO 

tdllation in Relgica, is an ux- 

adly valuable KGR agent; the agent 

Ae involved in cipher eae as he 

gupplied large quantities Of infor= 

ié6n which has assisted the KGR in 

S| ng enciphered NATO communications. 

sets from the ὁροσλσὶ Technical 

ἘΠῚ of the Second Chief Director- 

éravelled TOY to Brussels to assist 
ῃ cy 

the operation during 1962. 

t Recruited on 

Tourist Depart- 

yred ‘to KGB Archives. 

Aw 

[1 

478. 

Source not named. (1964 

notes) 

NOSENKO learned of this Crom 

L.A. LEPCDEV, Second Chiet 

Directorate technician, who 

assisted in an entry into the 

installation. (1964) 

Teurist 

(1964 
Source not numed, but 

Department involvement. 

notes) - 

Source not named. (1964 notes) 

he nad - "been recruited by Soviet In- 

telligence. He indicated that - 

οἴου, employees of the ἃ ὶ 

agency were also Soviet 
nants (See also comments for 

LEBEDEV's travel to Belgium 

| ὃ |] indicates 
this operation took place. in July 

or October 1962. | 
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ΒΡ ns Ἰ . Ω oe gee 6A Russian emigre 
e 9 LON εκ. * ΕἾ * 

tn isracil, where he owns a 

Obrist firm; recruited by the Tourist 
apactmont in 1963, 

cage - ἢ Composer and con- 
Ugter: was recruited in Moscow in 

st 

uct 
ugu 1957, 

δου ὦ “ Ὦ 

) 

were A naturalized 
aGocranm ΟΣ ΖΘ of Latvian origin; 
ὴ raeruited, δὲ the request of the 

SB First Chief Directorace, by the 
agtico AGO while visiting the Baltic 
aencrios in about Oetober 1963, 

ὦ) 

A former citizen of 
ὍΛΩΣ WeS Drought to the Soviet. 

for Tliegals training in 1963 
nq Was in contact with Wu.r. Gk. 

t 
τ 

Ὁ 

aoperson de active in Canada, where 
is subordinate toland in contact 

ty + i: . hothe KGB Legal Residency. Much 
- data known by NOSENKO. 

os Canadian Enbassy codes 
t@rk, who was recruited in Moscow 

put 1957; he later went to Warsaw 
irc he was contacted by a NGB offi- 

ahietiones seo Aas. oe ἐπὶ γα σσοκνεστονιτ στὴν τὶ wetteraee: ων 

470." 

bource not named, but Tourist 
Department involvement. (1964 
noles) 

Source not named. (1964 notes) 

Source not named. (1964 notes) 

KO learned of this case 
fron Οὐκ in 1963. (1964) 

Source not named. 

> 

ane He, 
i 

᾿ 
bas 

Ξ 
3) 

o Z 
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thos ἡ 

Suspicions that he is a KGB agent ts pre-date 1963, Interviewed in June ἜΣ 1965 and denied any approach by δον, the KGB. ᾿ 

, ἃ long-time 
His contacts 

with Soviets are. open. . ᾿ Oo) 

double age’ 
sae L "Ἂς Se 
formes agent or 2 army προ ῆς 
Germany po RET, 3 as compromise 
to the Sisters and doubled by thom 
in the 1950's. Contessed Soviet re= 
cruitment immediately to U.S. handl~ 
evs and was aided in emigration to 
Canada. Later recontacted by Καὶ 
in Canada and reactivated. (See τὶ 
Part VI.d.5.c.) _ 

wit 

τ 

A Canadian Embassy guard who confessed 
his recruitment has been confirmed 
by NOSENKO as the subject of this 
lead. Reh grapes Pe einen 
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; 480. 
᾿ 

κοὐκ τὸς cer A ctanadian of Ukrainian Source not named, but Tourist 

vantage wan contacted by the Teurist Department involvement. (1964 

vmartiment while in the UASR as a tourist notes) 

ReCenene 2967; although not fully re- 

Vited, he came ta αἵ agreement with a . 

jofficer and may be contacted in 

dda -by an Illegal. 

| 

EES ἊΣ τε δὰ: won. |wonadian ef CET In 1962 when NOSENVO first sup- GOLITSYN provided information about ' ͵ 

δὲν κὸν Ylornited by EGR on plicd this lead, @@aRwIGERe e KGB operations] interest in@syge 
AQbenuar Ureriels abamt 1558} of L9S4; Cake LET he naid he had ducing G&s Ep first tour in Mos 

“ᾧ GRIBANOM cesgonalily anvobwost in dearvned of the cage fron conversa= ‘cow, between ene nes See hig KSB : 

B@¢ NCSURAQ ΒΘ δ]: ues τ did tion with the case orficers. In was aware that was a home cas : 

t Feooperate with Xtal af car he loft Τρ he seid that V.D. CHELNOKOV, sexual; ΠΟΣῚ ἕω Τὴν what the σὺ ves . 

BGOW. NOSENKS comaonced that ἃ case who was later his imacdiate super- was working on ἐδ buc did net σι ᾿ ; 

igh tevel as Lais would not be a viser in the Tourist Department, know whether he had been approechad, “15 

ice hebiattsnee, τινος, there would had participatecd in the recruit- In 1964 ΝΠ σῦν was intercviewad cons ἢ 

ue Seasearsiy have boon a cirect ment while he was in the Second cerning his experiences in Moscow. "ty 

pRoucn, nad δα secrecy agreements or (Anqlo-Canadian) Department, 56 6π Le admitted having been compremisud, ΠῚ 

@igts would normally oe required. ond Chief Directorate, in about on the basis of homosexual Lai Sal 

| 1953. NOSENKO also said that he ties, during his tour ag & etl 

First heard of the case in 1555 or batween March 1954 and ApELL ‘OF Har 

1956 during an officia: visit to iM ig fi have ; 

ἡ the city of Vladimir, whore the 

coal Κα told him the story of 
having visited Vladimir an 

| 1954; while there he manifested 

homosexual tendencies while he was 

| drunk; NOSENKO said BABSagmgot 
so drunk that he lost his shoes 
and they were later returned to 

| him through the mails in Moscow. 

(1962) " 

| 
4 

| 
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ΚΆΜΕ UNKNOWN: A low-level employee Source not known. (1964) Re ee cata 
Of the Cqyptian Embissy in Moscow p carne ba ΜΕ i ¥ was a Καὶ agent targetted against 

the UAR Embassy, Moscow, was known to ta 
America House; he was recruited in residents of America House. He ree 
MQ@scow prior to 1961 on the basis portedly involved several American 
οὗ speculatory activities. G.t. code clerks with women and in blacke- — 
GRYAZNOV and V.V. KQSOLAPOV of the market activities. See Parts ὑπαὶ 
Ame rican bepartment [helped the ~ ᾿ V.E.3.¢. and VI.D.2. SB 
agent's case officer in the Sixth ; en 
Dapartiment, Καὶ Second Chief Direo- ᾿ : - 9.) 
terate, sell 200 ὃς i300 watches that — ΞΕ -: 
the agent had obtained abroad. ' ' ᾿ τῇ 
This case officer and GRYAZNOV met 
with the agent; NOSHNKO did not know 
who had recruited him. 

(8) Finland 
5 

SOT ELS 
ἢ ee λυρρλυλάμοις δος τον 

KGB agent, she work? 
Source not named, but Tourist 
Department involvement. (1964 hor tas 

firm and also for the Finnish Yourrot notes) 
Agseciation; recruited by the Tourist 
Department and the local KGB orgons 
in Leningrad, 

MRO, Ch νον ET REL Ee πον ἢ No source given, but Tourist 
Recruited in 1LaSo9 by the Tourist De- Department involvement. (19564 
partment with the aid of the Leningrad notes) 
KGB; she works in a travel bureau in 
Finland. 

einige tr timate. 

i ΐ 
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432. 

Recruited by Source not named. (1964 notes) 

@ RGR; ha is a driver τ 
mnish tourist agency @aesy 
SOE the KOR believed κυνὶ 
@nterest to American Intelliyonce. BER 

are ᾿ς (ΟΜ known 2s Source not named. (1964 notes) 
δον ἀρυονο παῤ εναβθλρο BS ) :- Fe worked 

oth: Ree tourist agency, but 
‘€t Lc in 1963; recruited in 1961; 
& case has been retired to KGB 
Ghives. : 

«τ 

bares 

er ae Pia μὰς Source not named, bus Tourist 
ἐμ ay che Te : Department involvement. (1964 
@ is a tour leader at the Finnish notes) 
& 

vel agency 

tay ite anes Ronayne a 

ἘΣ 
thy. 
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gent; she is a secretary STEM “απ er eee un 

Recruited (date unspecified) 

yi the Seventh Department jointly with 
he Leninerad ΚΟΒ organs. 

ersity. 

——- He oloyed by a travel 
a ruited by the 

jointly with the 

. 

“Ὁ rt 
Ourist Departs 

a epee 

a NGR organs in 1962... 

t 
νι} ᾿ 

wth: Was recrulite. in 19463 
bepartment, but has pro- 

pp ὦ : 
ἑβος no inforwation as vet; she works 

; ὃ ἐἔνα σα, ag GICs RCA CA ΤΣ τ ee ma 
of the QT ae ada er ash 

QZoagent cf the KGB; 
Suid he was not cer- 

an agent. 

483. 

No source given, but Tourist 

Department involvement. (1964 

notes) 

No souree, but Tourist Depart~ 
ment involvement. (1564 notes) 

νη, source given, but Tourist 

Lepartment involvement. (1964 
noces) 

HOSENKO gave this lead first in 
June 1962. NOGENKS reported on 
30 January. 1964 that ne learned 
of tha operation in 1961, 
when he panied OM. GRI- ace 

NANGV to a recention of the Ind- 
tan Embassy and realized from ἃ 
comment made by @& » that he 
yas a friend of Griuandv's and an 

agent. On 16 February 1965 NG- 
SENKO said he learned of the case 
mainly through friends, and that 
the Indian reception had been held 

in 1958 or 1959. (1962) 
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OR μὰν ἢ; 

484, 

HP (fnud: OM. GRIBANOV, Chief NCSENKO said he knew there was 
‘becond ¢ Chief bilrectorate, is such a French agent but did not 

cgonally handling this important agent, know the name until “there was 
agominent French businessman; we was a call placed to the General ‘ 
‘wuited as early as ‘1956 or 195 (GRIBAUOV), and when 1 asked 
me eqae tel comes to Moscow pa from whem is the call, then 

; 4 found out it was from Gy 
then it was clear to me." 
(1964) ae 

ἜΣ ἵν He Made ἃ ha 
gun txios to the USSR and ree 

beara boasted of being in contact Z 
with General GRIBANOY and pocners ey 
there. seh πόλις 

pie Bees ΚΡ 

ΡΟΝ ΟΝ, rd ΟΝ, Source not named, but Tourist 
MBUateac an aves by yourist pepart- : Department involvement. (1964 

2 he is a section head in the notes) 
yeh tourist firm SSE ae 
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485. 
ἷ ᾿ 

; Re ; Source not named, but Tourist Not identified, 

°@B AN PaklS; was Nepeaited 1 i959 Lepartinent involvement. (1964 

the feurist “pepartment; he works as notes) 
$ 

jide and interpreter for various 

ae tourist agone tens 

; Correspondent ecu tehabta Coats NOSENKO heard passing references 

JP int Moscow; ἃ long-tine from case officers of the Second 

cond chiet Directorate agent. | NO- Chief Directorate. (1964) 

KO said @@@Pwas working for the 
>) 

wth Pepartaont (counterintelti-+ 

i@e_ayninut employces of embassics 

t 

s whe eee ft GOES ee eee ad Source nol named, but Tourist De~ Not identified, . oy 

ae Coa ee 1 ade nae 
ἢ 5 ὧδ 

Bee ecueee to necruatbs oan λυ θυ by che baurtweent involvement. (1964 notes) ; . ; 

χοῦς Department; she wag an inter= 
᾿ oA 

ster tor tourist groups is the ; 
; oar, 

viet Union during 1957-59; ey: ; 
τῇ 

Εἰ ΘΕ PP Piudmai a ars 

| 

} 7 Ν ᾿ 

| 

“ ry 

3 eae Sees Sea a Souree not named, but Tourist De- Not identified. 

και Ὦ “tren Se oa Paris; was partment invelvement. (1964 notes) 

ceguited in 1963 by the Tourist be- ; : ry 

rément; he is a teacher of Geng Be ay 

Jihistory at some college and work: 

he summers for the! National Tour- 

most travel. | 
tiCenter. ι 

rn 

ee ee: Rcctiey ἷς ho ΝΣ eit RO ΠΝ ΚΟ learned about 

crite un ot hy ΩΣ ia, the Director of trom Yu.G. GRICHMANOV, Chief of 

the Second Section, Tourist Depart- ua aan 

; ment. (1964 notes) 
agency in 



ye νὼ ἤρον, Heals: “he Nn Names ite. τὰ Shwe aatlae’ ὡς Osa Gawd : δ pitty Coie δος ὁ οι τος τς enact aacopeme es ape ΠΡ ΡΥ ΦΎΥ Ὑ 

” omer μ 

| ἰῷ 

: ‘ * ᾿ 5 

486. 

ma ανς ew Reervited on 16 Source not named, but Tourist Not identified. 
ae IE» : : 

iat he wy otfiecers from the Tour- Department involvement. (1964 
Department and the Ukrainian EGR; notes) 

ig aobus driver for the ἔπ ἔτ arc : : 

Ελθι agency. “ot 

ἕν ; , , ; 

Germany | , 
; 

ἘΓΤῚΞ δι ES BTN I Saree ey SNe ; Source not named, but Tourist De- 

formeriy a hos ace in Kagakhsca partment involvement. (1964 notes) £2) 

was reemrecrul ποῦ byithe Tourist 
avtment in 1963. 

wre Recruited in 1963 Source not named, but Tourist De= 
ourist Departsent; iives in partinent involvement. (1964 notes) 

nkfurt and is employ ed by the 
RGA tourist agency. 

SBEEETIE owner of the OMS RTE Seurce not named, but Tourist CORRS 3 Communi st-controlled 

vel agency; reeruited in 192 by | Dapartment involvement. (1964 

fourist Department. | netes) 
¥ Ϊ ᾿ 
y : 

τὴ at KGB ΡΣ ΤΕΣ Source not named, but Tourist De~ 
TOW; an employee of the Ghe (scale partinent involvement. (1964 notes) 
veal agency, was recruited by whe 
r§at Department in 1963. 



14-00000 

SRST ARNE eee tte Demin mae 

B UINKNOW?! st Garman businessman 
TRAC aGeR: who meets personally with | 
Me GRIBANOY, Chief of the Second 
ief “irectorate, when the German 
N@s to Moscow. | - 

4 

tee ag LE RDOMIN ¢ West Gegman ee 
Can congeners - ἀν ae 

Δι πα KOR agent; GAs 

fe a no SiNer dene 
fying information Pee 

t 

εἰ ΠΣ west German code clerk 
Sfrccrutsed by the KGB in 1961. NO- 
NRO tnought this agent was no lenger 
Moscew as of 1962. 
i | 

4B URKRUOWN: KGB cryptonym "AUGUST"; 
ἔθος German citizen;| he owns a con- 
ruction firm; was recruited in the 
BR by the Tourist Department in 1960. 

ceric neared Served as a KSB 
ΣΟΥ λα wisde ai during World 
cjIl and was re~ “recruited by the 
utist. Departrent on a visit to the 

he nov works inate, 
ταν, τὴς ὶ ARES Fhe Hamburg 

ee Travel agency 
reerurled in 1962 by 

a3 fuuris t Depaxtment; the KGB sus- 

ets he may be a double agent; the 
Βῷ is of no value. 

t 

' 

| 
' 

Source not named. 

aa Tig φε tatet gaa. IS ἐπ φνοὶ, ἴα νους Senses tome lie ay ἘΣ ΓΝ 

: 487. 

NOSENKO heard about the lead from 
the Tourist Nepartment officer A.P. 
SAPAPKIN, (1964) 

SOL ΔΝ pte 
eet “eo ΤῊΝ oe 

ὸ ae ees SS ἶν: ib 

Source not named. (1964) Not testes 

"ἘΣ sy of the Third De- Not identified. 
ont, Second Chief Direec- 

me (1962) ὯΝ 

(1¢64 notes) Not identified. 

Source not named, but Tourist 

Department involvement. (1964 
notes) 

Source not named, but Tourist 
Department involvemant. (1964 
notes) 

ΜΝ “πὶ σόνσπιτησεον 

sete of Sey 
ἵ 



? 7 ᾿ Ν ot Sreddee pete ur ace Se MRIRNERORE # me Ome ΠΣ renames oft νι naan py apnea ets ORR τὶ Ἢ ΠΟ ΝΥ Me tide τ Ὁ Ly ἘΣΣΙ Στ bh κε, ἘΔ ὦ προς 

- : a: 
oer en ers ΡΨ nue og παικὸο τε VASO νον ωνκνσοληνος ΒΨ ΨΟΨΨΨ ΜΉ. | RPE ALTER Ten 8 ect Hla Yoana ALL TD the Δ Ὁ tery Ha me κα 

. 

¢ Aue, 

ΤῸΝ ; ; ; 

i Rib ὐχοενν =, An enployec ΟΕ the No source named. (1964) ee arte is Ra ; Ι m <a SSO aya 
: δὰ i i ' tan υπό rn Moncow from 1957 aren ies ᾿ L961 and a ΚῸΡ agent. 

inftormatien on file. : 
vee "are a 

t Lie aa = soaks 

ee . Indian diplomat Yu.I.GUK told NOSENKO δου : i i ἢ «ἢ 3 
" . . 

.. Wiese 2) Pes SS te either a this cas2 in Geneva in 1962, and 
Agen. OF slid Contact , ER wm, KOCENED told CTIA then. The 1963 >) lat εν. τ» ον eas ee DiC ncedtaadaal ts data il NOSENFG Learned from GUK ‘ δὲς τ τ he was met by alse. 

κῷ GUN Gn Geneva. Οὐκ returned 

i@neva in August 1963 to meet 

Moscow Nad Been τς στε τ᾽ Was overheard by means of a norte] oe the Assistant Naval Attache able microphone on the restaurant Embassy un Moscow, but had table € 
ae ΣᾺ " recrcuLec ἃ by the KGB. 
ἐν HOSERRO ave the same in- 

' 
νων] ; 
Cond ͵ ΠΕΣ Ι a | cee 
oo ms Nan, ee PR oe ‘ a ‘ a ae are Emenee ἀνοῦὴ Bosieoee  DULACHI's attempt to recruit sea ΕΞ 

where the conversation took 
placa. NOSENKO was at that time 
Doputy Chie€é of the American Emb- Daigo Ne rhe ET eT oa : ᾿ : : 

woo but pared Cy GE nite as the 485 oction (in October 1966, agoni woo was reerugdtod py OULACKI. NOSENO said that this took place tioned en this change, NOSENKO said vfsor he had relinquished his re- he was .new not sure who it was and sncasibilities for Naval Attaches-- Boyde thore Wer@ LWO HOparate cases. which ducluded DULACKI, a Marine-« mM a diplomatic list which nctented in the spring of 1960). (1962 
there was Bay named GHeers the and 1964) 

Titer b Ness aot there WAG _ 
tebe Bg NOGENKO ; 

ΤῸ ee Leet: uohistake in Ἢ 
NAM? earlier; in 1962 NOSENKO had 
"Ἰὼ the name erg on 

5 
ἥ MR 

ἀρὴν 
ἊΝ al atte 
saben κατα jaoye 

fray a 
7 

“ 
ti ως oor 

+ ᾿ * 

_brrxoun: A member of the Iranian No source given. (1962) a Not identified, but two. Iranian Emb~_ ‘BBY “Tn τ Moscow isa KGB agent. No. assy employees are known to have’ 3: Ὲ ey ae τ τοὶ 

+ | | 
| 
| 



os μὰ 

εἶν τον ἢ ΠΝ enna an αὐνρε ye oe nestenrae yatiry, τιν Le meee eg eran σὴς 

489. 

and the other in 1962. The name 
on the Iranian diplomatic 

list.seemed vaguely familiar to 
NOSENKO,.. This name appears in the 
CHEREPANOV Papers (Part VI.B.7.¢.). 

Personal involvement in the KCB 

investigation of Pavel SHAKHOV as 
a possible American agent. 
(October 1966) 

oa ie 

] Source not named, but Tourist Not identified. 

, Department involvement. (1964 . ; 

notes) 4 ΕΝ 

i 

μα τον 



7 \ ᾿ β ἌΝ ἀρ ραν Nth ae 2 ἐς & eee Ἦν Poy γον γῆς ὧν ceeds oie Agee pale ἰ : Beet ome: cae tiem geen ace tain Pe + ne ul Abe eae Pte ; : : Sai Υ See hoe 

Ahr ron no 

é ὡς neem te ete σι λλῴνς twee a see 3: fm catenans or ne moan eet needs wemeheeette ehontvon RD aE Mer aIIN δον δ΄͵ A Ia θον orem etn αν metre! 

490, 

VTP : : 
home :,. One lof a group cf Source not named, but Tourist 

MUELSES delucted muiling letters for Department involvement. (1964 
i@ NTS on 1963; was detained and notes) : 

Source net named. (1964) aad τς to refer to πρό 6, 
“eo Ae ee Sister was enployed 

acs. Enbasey in Moscow, wited on ΠΝ te he 
ae brother omployed at the U.S. 
say. 

tort 

- c 

: o Ἐν) - 

= τῇ 
Ee en ἐς ΕΣ ΝΟΣ in the Involvement with ΝΟΘΌΝΚΟ 5 
ἣ ΣΕ in he ee Ta30's: was tardet, ABIDIAN (see Part 

rdruit weioby the REE Gn the besis of ViE.3.d.). (1962) . 
ἰδοκιλαν ΚΟΈ aealings.. Me wis re- Interviewed ἣν CIA, ‘he renesced ; 

ruited svhbsecuentiy by Sabassy Secur-~ denials that he was a KGB agent and 
Officer | said he made up the story of his ~ 

aT recruitment by ABIDIAN to “scare ; 
ppersed this ta the KCB, the KGB off." 

AN Traian citizen Source not named, but Tourist : 
YEN in Τ᾽ Moscow; he was re- Department involvement. (1964 é 
paltes: in the us SR by the Tourist notes) 
"partment in Mey 1961; he is a guide 
πᾷ intcurpreter for tourist groups 
n@ at Italian exhibitions. 

Ϊ 

᾿ : τὰ EPSRC teace aaa μὸν ὡς Og bebe 

- we Bars ees Ae Sle aah GI ements aman tee wl Sioa 04 



πο ΕΔ, arene: 
OL 

Ey 

ME UNKNOWN ¢ Italfan journalist 
Gruited in 1963; basis of ra- 
udtment was not known. 

! 

SNPS Recruited 
Soe be the Vourist Department 

homosexual arounds :! he is a pro- 

sgor of pip at the University 
Rome. 

suited in the 
when he wes caught in 

weet cpa cet ee 

1@ yee Gene @ acti 
was planned to turn 
peFirst, Chief Direct 
‘Tokyo Olympics in 

vwity 

orat- 
964. 

in Baku; 

him over to 

during 

491. 

NOSENKO heard from two officers 
of the Tenth Department, Second 
Chief Directorate, that V.f. 
KEVORKOV of that Department “must 
go me 
ent. 

et his Italian correspond- 

Eouree not named, but Tourist 
Pepartment involvement, (1964 
netes) 

Source not named. (1964 notes) 

eee Rete mee τε πο σλασεο πε rrbenn ni etna ea baaorene κλνοεαβο κυρά a tment ete 

Not identified. 

“In correspondence 
connected with his 1961 trip, CIA ᾿ 
in Japan characterized as a 
“well-known intelligence purveyor, 
though not known to bean actual 
fabricator. He was suspected of 
selling stock in his trip to ath: 
hands." 

= (Bt RA 

CSch etry ae Sttmattee’” sips 

SHOES δι 



| μὰ ᾽ Bee 

| 
SURREY oem beoreenge est στο τηετ a reer, τον ; : 

“Ὁ ᾿ 
ΠΥ see et R= Σ ig Gee ΚΝ τε κατε τε ta ΠΝ ΠΣ 

Hl 

: 
SEA a 

ῃ 

Ὁ ᾿ 

ἱ 
Ἢ i 

» 

: ! 492. 

M43 οἷ hopresentativ roma Source not named. (1964 

FoR * Company, which deale notes) 

Lon th. Soviet Union; has been 

ee by the KGB (no date given). 

+ aan res Source not named, but Tourist 
᾿ 

RakA ἶ 
Deparement involvement. (1964 

r@el cempany: reeruries ee che notes) 

s8koan ied by the τοῦτος Dew 

SS 

agian 4 het yer) been turned . : Ε 

: ‘ Legal Πῶς χάος ency 
Ὁ 

an τς 

> 

oryprony: "TAYGA"; esurce not named. (1964 
᾿ 

stember LIST on netes} 
: 

ds; was later os a 

"- 

ent, Sance he toLid 

ar 

Ze reported tne AG 

ers 

niowhen he returned to 

cee 

“εὐ 1 
i 

1 

ANUIN nGB cryptonym Source nok named. (1964) 

wy a Swedish cit. zen of ' 

fe a ot ce hak τῷ 

ty tae USSR dn 1960 at the 

of the Pirst |Chief Direc 

i Seurce not named. (1962) 
NAME TUXUOW: A codé clerk in the 

Japaness Umass sy in Noscow in 1962 

was a KGS agent; assisted the KGS 

neering the Embassy to photo~ 

afeD h cade materials. 
1 



rym acs ae το eRe septs oe Sure ete “ALARM ry ria eet acre ΤῸ 

“ee (fnu)s Japanese business man in Moseow recruited by the 'Yourist wepartient in 1957 or 1958. 

| 

\ 
i 

tay Lees? KGB cir ecenym "WLADIMTE" recr ied by the Τοῦτα πὸ Gepactment in L962 and was to be turned over to the “GB Legal Resice ency in Tokyo for 
ng. 
᾿ | 

Randi- 

ἢ 
' 

I 
Mexican diplomat 

“in Moscow from 1960 Co L962; 
2B agent. 

et errs 

493, 

S.urce not name 2d, but Tourist 
Department involvenent. (1964 
notes) 

Source not named, but Tourist Mopoartment involvement, (1964 
notes) 

Ource not named (1964) 

Oe ee Te oe i ad 

eer ty 

mo has. had ieeaceeda 
-onnections in ta USSR. 

agi Ξ Fae were ΕΞ Boe bie mH OA. on tat 

gone τας ates 6 
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494. 

A publisher anjwrites NOSENKO received this infor- 

erg ASSN Sei coe Rene ae mation from YELISEYEV. (1964 

Ἔχε uated” hy NOM. YELLS EV notes) 

Latin American Section, Amori- 
Department, in 1961 while a 

κάθε in USSR; “very Valuable agent"; 
‘a later turned over to the KGB 

st Chief Directorate; in January 

he received $1,000, from the «GE 

al Residency in Mexico City for 
filim sunt of an assignment. (In 

ater interview in 1964 » NOSENKO 

ἃ that ERR was a valuabie agent 

the ae Directorate, First 
@f Directorate, and it was from 
g@ comnonent that the! $1,009 came.) 

Netherlands 

Ber eee Res ult ea by the Source not named, but VYourist 

MSYoo wepactment Guring uly 1962 Department involvement. (1364 

ἣν agra {Seed Yothe Dutch firm notes) ‘ 

Pm; he has, provided : 

ee co the KGB. 

perserne EE AP oye 

paint keeruLlted Source not named, but Tourist 
νὰ 

Yoo ΟΥ̓ tie Fouris ΕΣ nally . Department lavolvement. (1964 

the basis of a sexual compro . notes) 

ἃ ina parks ane: lives with πρὶ 

‘band in 
tit ἐετῷ 

ons ΧΟ 

Ἂ : ; eae 
Spe this is a good case, τὸ 
bot interest to the First Chief 

ractorate. Lo 

) (Norway 

ἐδ τε τις Norwegian journal- Personal involvement in develop- πόνον a journalist travelled 

Danod Les ewas recruited in mental stages of operation. to. “the USSR in 1957; later wrote δὲ 

βέον in 155} or 1958. NOSENKO (1964) an article in which he told of re- 

ok part in the operation by ; cruitment’ on basis of blackmarket 

activities, but didn't mention sexual — 



NPRM UY © > Ὑτυτρσσονηρενί, aoe weenie mean Sahai “allie ἐδ θὰ Ε Ἴ . ae eee epee cent στῶν mt a Wile pee veges πέση amy peegmmen RTs Nonlin etepine emmantrensyee τὶς ryseegaauer ag 
. - . Ene ‘4 

fi 

€ - 7 seme sg 
H z 

ΠΗ & τ ieacgreegetd ἜΠΗ Oe | Reteediededga alarm en aah, Fevwetgerl σφυρωνηλον per denatins ~ stamens el fenne ecw srs oS a #0 ὦ φρἀδεραν aie, cat wen Be ὦ ἃ ΡΤ Peete ak tee δὴ i κε τ ΘΗΝ ὁ παεος He Sr τὰ ἐονμον με sear tee wie pnts 

! 
" 

i 
ἢ 

aks 

Antroducing Skiing tito qirls and then Bak aca, Described person who 
by setting her up for arrest on played role NOSENKO sald he played. 

πάσα, of blackmarketeering., πὸ π See Part 4.0.4.q. 
᾿ ἢ κε ΤΆ δ «Ὁ ἢ bey : yerpAe ne ferurtmont made by RAN. PURAL Chin? 
ef Touriash vopartment. Ag res von 

. tad 5 

ae τὴ approach after leaving 
% 

495. 

12 

SSk, but did nor tell whole story. 

No saurce named. (1964 notes) ear recta παν BE ee δ ραν Ὁ ᾿- Υ̓ 
γεν θ, by the ΚΟ [begal 
ae Scorn City: his son, 

Lumugnba Unave 

Source not named, but Tourist 

Lwtment anvolvement. (i964 

yee 

195 

turce not mamed, but Tourist 
involvement. (1564 Finnish natienaal was ὮΝ Ly 

ἘΌΝ by the Tourist θὰ σύρης un 3 
δ ΟΣ ΘΔ» she works τὼ 

i : Ἢ tourist! agency it ease ον 
@nd tives in Sweden. = 

a ree ESR zi Cy wy aS * KGB eryptonyn -.. Souree not named, but Tourist 
PRUSKELNINT; reeruited in 1963 by the Department involvement. (1964 
Tourist Department on the basis of notes) & 
5 Η 1 : ". 

Ῥοποβονυλ). materials gathered during 
ἃ 1962 trip to the USSR; he is a 
representative of the 
ofnse? Travel agency ae = Sas 

| 

Ἷ 
| 

ἢ 
' 

i 
\ 

1 
ἢ 



een Une er tea LT ae 

- ap Ἶ ἜΣΑΝ 
ὧν old sad ΩΣ 

Δα recruited in Sate aren By 
964 apparently not cooperating with 
owiets any more because of fear. 

[ἼΣΩΣ πος ΤΩΣ (fnu): RGB crypto~ 
TRUANNA; a woman horn in Italy 

τὸ now living in Geneva; was re~ 
ited in,1959 and turned over’ to 

h@ Geneva Legal Residency of the : 
G8; she has contacts with Americans. 
‘Réported in 1962 without name or any 
efails except that there was a fe- 
ake agent of the Geneva Legal Resi- 
τῆν whose KGS cryptenym was 

NA" eI. GAVRICHEV was meet- 
ng her at Ache time.) 

: Tunisia τα 

: UNETOWN : KGB ory marhyels eR ER inn 
q . or Raereemrenier st OAR 

et ees ae REPS cet os thenier ni oe ers 
i Bawan recruited by the Tour= 

{ Department while a tourist in 
/ USSR in 1950, 

United Kingdom 

(fnu) : In June or July 1959, 
OSENKO pereonaiiy ΤΟΘΣΩΣ 

Re ETL 
of eta τα 

Te mera peer 

496. 

NOSENSO was told of this case 
by Yu.I. GUK in 1962 and S.I. 
GAVRICHEV in 1964. (1962) 

Ta 1962 heard from Yu.I. GUK 
of an incident invelving her. 
(1S62 and 1964 notes) 

Source not named, but Tourist 
Deportment involvement. (1964 
notes) 

Personal involvement. (1964) 

Un paeneietea; investigations con- 
tinuing. | 

Not identified, 

Not identified. 

€ 



ἕ (eee Recruited by the 
Uepariment on 16 July 1962; he 
lectrical engineer, but owns 
bes and was to be used as a 

KNOWN : 
tc 

NOSENKO pervonally re- 
eg eae δ τῆ τὰν ΚΣΤ ΩΝ 

{name not vecalled) 

nferinteiligence (service un- 
who suoplies information on 
intelligence and on agent. 
OMS; possibly from this agent 
Yeceived a report on the NATO 

née in London that also contained 
‘Methods of operations of 
πα δὰ British counterinteLli- 
akthough specific agents 
timamed in the report. 

WN: Δ member of the Brit=- 

igalty recruited cn homosexual 
m Moscow in 1957. 

Clune Oe” Correspond= 
‘was the target of a 

tment operation in early 
KO was not certain whether 

437, 

Source not named, but Tourist 
Nepartment involvement. (1964 
notes) 

Personal involvement. (1964) 

Yu.I. GUK told NOSENKO about this 

agent in April 1962. See Part Ili. 
BR. which describes NOCSENKO's in- 
volvement with a Seottish girl 
in Geneva and GUK's warning that 

~the KSB has an agent in British 
counterinteiligence whe could 
report indiscretions. (1962) 

NOSENKO was told of this casc by 
V.A. CHURANOV of the British. 
Department, Second Chief Direc- 
tevate. (1962) 

No source named. (1964) 

ποι πβερσερῦν 

Wie 
Not identified. (George BLAKE, a 
KGB agent in MI-6, passed the KGB 
coples of minutes of CIA-MI-6 
conferences on legal travel operca- 
tions; one of the Conferences was 
neld in London in 1959; BLAKE was 
arrested in April 1961; thus he 

.could not have been the Soviet re= 
ferred to by GUK in 1962; see 
Part V.D.7.b.) 

{3801 401 

Identical with William J.C. VAS- 3 
SALL; see Part V.D.5.b. for de- οὐ * : 
tailed discussion, 



sng puree s gate tegurerc 
fk : ae 

A ey ἔλα: By himself NOSENKO τος 
rusted a British Gitisen named € eat 

᾿ πον during the 1959 tourist sea- 
son the bas is of ‘omosexual compro- 

ise involving: ‘One of his homosexual 
gents, either VOLKOV or YEFREMOV. 
as® turned over to First Chief 
inpctoiate.. 

ae Urvauay | 

ae τ Ω . : 
Ἢ SE A Uruguayan citi- 

BNE W220 Lives pe Montevideo and is 
prominent : SEA paneer there ; 

ecruited in Mos cow 1n'1960 at the 
equest of the KG@ Illegals Direc-~ 
orate; ne was then turned over to 
hab directorate for handling in 
onbevicco. 

bb) Venezuela 

CEU 
id A dentist in 
i959 by the 

Perea Tepe gaye 

498. 

Personal involvement as case 
officer of homosexual agent and 
as recruiter. (1964) 

Seurce not named. 

Source not named, but 

Department involvement. 
notes) 

(1964 notes) 

Tourist 

are κ τε μον σιν 

(1964 

3 

4 



a aca ηπος ΩΝ 

tine κλδλκον orm, eobiheentoe & te ne me 
Ἢ 

499. 

Δ}) Devel lopmental Δ and_ Investigation 
Cascs 

| ree SOURCING AND DATE OF REPORL INVESTIGATION RESULTS 

Personal involvement. (1964) 
ena 

fe Travelled to the USSR 
a υϑθαστω ὦ 

ι gummer of O87 as an 

“ ay 
τὴν μὲ Ee thay 

eae Tr a ee 
ver ise a Mad Thoth ye Se 

ἢ Fae Δ ταν, εἶ ν 

mee contac CAS ENAG was DiLacud 

νι Bontact with ae} ph sitet rid 

scpmpanied them due LB ae th oad tour. 

nly purpose was to watcn Ὁ FT be- 
p Ρ ie μὴ τις 

te oh of pessibie intelligence mission. 

pproach contempia ted or made. 

but Tourist 
REE ε ἀξ gee citizen and ar req not numed, 

$50 epee 8 Messawho visited Department involvemant. (1964) 

ΟΡ in L559 and several times 

the KGB is actively working 
net recruited case, but has 



ee ν Se Ce ek ie ee ae ττονονν 

500. 

᾿ ay Ὀλνοσῖοῦ of the Source not named, but Tourist De-~ 

Land Co acc Pane! agency; was under : partment involvement. (1964 netes) 

ueveropment by the Tourist Depart 

mant ; First Chief Directorate asked 

that case be turned over to them, 

: was done. 

Sore REAR kp ace? OWNS Ca Personal involvement. 
VW Hambocd find qoes to the USsr 

eHipe Yar. POE NEO himsel£ was in 

intact with See about 1957 or 
58 but Gag not aie him at this 

Nad realized what was 

severed the relationship. 
goes to the USSR and the 

‘ to surround him wil! 

ai but he has not been recruited. 

Se ew (fe) : AN canadian; is known Source not named, but Tourist 

τῳ Wave ceagared on hamosexual sets ΄ Department involvement. (1964 

while in the USSR as a tourist in 195%; notes) 

tlhe Καὶ will attemet to recruit him it 

h@ returns. 

NAME U INS NOW τ KGB cryptonym "KOMETA" + Sours: not named, but Tourist 

afBritisn woman who workxs for some pub~ Department involvement. (1964) 

ldecaticn in London which publishes in 

the Russian language; she visited the i 

USSR in 196] and 1962 with a spotting . ee τος 

mission for Sritish Intelligence, 
‘there had an affair with a KGB agent, 

afd has corresponded with him; when 
‘the agent wrote that he would be com- 

‘ig to the West on a visit in 1963, 
; : 

she replied by mail that she would like ἘΠ τ ἐς 

te sec him, but could not at that time; ὃ εν Ὑ τος 

the Καθ is waiting for the British to . 4s 

e the next move. : , “ a 

- 
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IAME UNKNOWN: In 1960 or 1961 the KGS Source net named. 

a@ Prepating a recruitment operation 

gainst a British audic technician who 

‘amie to the British Embassy in Moscow; 

KGR female agent enticed him into 

ef apartment, where compromising 

h@tographsa may have been taken; as far 

od pa knew, the KGB never made a 

reéruitment approach in this case. 

iis UNKNOWN: a former Russian now in 

Tankiurt, Gacmany, 

Source not named. 

ptne 
1961 
stiil 

him 

KGB was trying to recruit him in 

threugh his sister or cousin who 

Lives in the USSR: the KGH has met 

ini France; utcome is unknown. 

NAME UNKNOWN: A young female Swiss No source named. 
Sap -τραϊξηινο:- mage am wr RRR 

Eoprist in the USSR who works for the 

police in Basel or @urich was contacted 

by] the KGB on hey complaint cf stolen 

mohey; the KGB arranged to return tho 

ohey to her; she wos assessed and the 

lead was pussed to the First Chief 

Dikectorate. 
7 “é ie 

er aie a A Swedish tourist 
im Leningrad curing June 1963; tried 
ta recruit a Soviet citizen] 

Lhe Soviet 

was a KGB agent, and the entire approach 
was recorded; if narra returns to 
the USSR an attempt will be made to 

Source not named. 

(1962) Not identified. 

(1964) 

(1964) 

ΒΙῸΣ agi 

(1964 notes) 
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: Pad (fru): A Dutch citlacn; Source not name’, but Tourist 
raévelleT au a tourist to the Soviet Department involvement. (1964 
‘non in 1959; he was photographed in notes) 
omosexual activity and this will be . 

Βθὰ as a hasis for recruitment ‘ ᾿ 

ἐῶ if he returns to the USSR. 

ΠΡ one Lives on ee Source not named. (1964 notes) 
‘Ya@unsenweig, Germany; vis ited the 
‘SSR in 1959; the KGB suspects he is ὸ 

mosexual and will attempt to re- 
t him if he returns. ἢ 
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b. The VASSALL Case 

(4) Information from NOSENKO 

At the 11 June 1962 meeting with CIA, NOSENKO first mention-. | 
ed the lead which was later equated with William J.C. VASSALL, the 
KGB agent in the British Admiralty. Neither then nor later in 
1962 did NOSENKO identify this agent by name. ᾿ 

NOSENKO was asked on 11 June 1962 whether he had ever heard 
af the KGB agent George BLAKE, "the man who compromised the famous 
tunnel operation in Berlin."* NOSENKO replied: “Yes, I did. But 
T'll tell you this, that there was a far more important Englishmi.a 
who was our agent than BLAKE.** He is ἃ very cig man, and from him 
we get all kinds of materials, We get all the details about NATO, 
He is our number one agent, the best of all-intelligence informa- 
tion. He hed peen in Moscow, and we recruited him'there. We got 
him on ἃ homosexuality charge, a very extreme one involving: multi- 
ple persons. The case officers who recruited him received the 
Order of Lenin... He is not an intelligence man. He is a nigh- 
ranking man. He is working on all kinds of NATO matters and is 
delivering most valuable information... He was in Moscow some 
time ago. My friend and three others in the KGB section running 
him received the Order of Lenin. ‘That is a very high distinction 
for the KGB... I do not know the man's name, cut I do know when 
he was in Moscow, and I know that he has a very high position. 
‘He is in London now." NOS#NKO was reluctant to go into further 
getails at this, his second meeting with CIA, kut he added: “1 
tell you all about him tomorrow, my brothers. I will tell you 
many things tomorrow, and the day after... This is our number 
one operation. There is no sum of money we would not be willing 
to pay him. “ 

The next day NOSENKO was asked for additional information 
about the “high level British agent," and he told his case offi- 
cers: "I don't know the exact content of the material (he was 
giving) except that they were very valuable military documents, 
and I know that he even brought in draft copies when he was here 
in Moscow. He went to London, and I believe he works in a Minis- 
try. I think it is in the office of the First Lord of the Admir- 
alty. He still meets with our case officer even now. He brings 
them extremely valuable material. He is either a deputy or a 
First Secretary, or a member of the Secretariat; the most im-- 
portant thing being that all material of the greatest signifi- 
cant value passes through his hands. He was recruited in 1956 
or 1957. I don't know when he returned to London, but he was 

.- working with the (KGB Legal)Resident there, who was at that 
τ time a man whose name is Major General (N.B.) RODIN.*** RODIN 

* BLAKE, a British MI-6 officer, has admitted that he informed 
the KGB of the Serlin tunnel operation (which involved the 
intercept of Soviet and East. German telephone ‘conversations 
by CIA and MI-6) prior to the time the operation became . active in May 1955; it was terminated in April 1956. 

BLAKE, He responded: "BLAKE? Who is BLAKE?" when reminded, _ NOSENKO said: “I don't know what kind of information he aes (BLAKE) gave. I think he gave information, but I don't know what kind or how mich. This is a mistake on what I supposedly 
said before." For a further discussion. of BLAKE, See Part 
V.D.7.b. 

***RODIN, who served in London under the alias KOROVIN, wae 
previously known to. have been Chief of the KGB Legal Resi- 
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also received an Order of Lenin for his participation in the case, 
but this was for the obtaining of valuable documents and not be- 
cause of any involvement in the agent's recruitment. RODIN was 
personally in contact with the agent in London... I don't know 
what position he (the agent) held in Moscow. I don't want to 
tell you anything I don't know. Remember, this was handled by 
another section and I could not very well ask them. You see, it's 
none of my business. He gave us everything on military and polit- 
ical matters. I found out (about this agent) from my friend (V.A.) 
CHURANOV, He was involved in the recruitment personally. He is 
in Moscow now. He returned about .a year ago from CopenHagen, He 
was there as the (KGB Legal) Resident, under the cover of First 
Secretary. Prior to that he was the Chief of a section in the 
English Department of the Second Chief Directorate. That was 
about three years ago, and at that time he personally recruited 
the Englishman.". - oer 

NOSENKO told «CIA on 13 June 1962 that the "high-level 
British agent" had on one occasion provided a report on an Anglo- 
American conference in London, which contained references to 
American and British Intelligence operations. * During! inal 
meeting in 1962, a day later, NOSENKO again stated that RODIN 
had received the Order of Lenin for his part in the operation. 
When asked whether the name KOROVIN meant anything to him in 
connection with operations against the British, he replied: "I 
have heard that name, but I cannot associate it in any way. 
Possibly he is the man in London now. "Ἐπ 

After recontacting CIA in 1964, NOSENKO reported that he 
had alreacy provided almost all he knew about VASSALL, who had 
been arrested in 1962. VASSALL, NOSENKO summarized, was re- 
cruited in Moscow and turned over copies of official Embassy 
documents while there. After he returned to England and while 
he was working in the Admiralty, he was considered to be the 
KGB's best agent. His value, NOSENKO said, was indicated by 
the fact that CHURANOV had received a KGB award for his role 
in the recruitment and then later, when VASSALL was producing 
in England, the Order of Lenin along with RODIN, the handling 
officer in London.*** ᾿ 

* NOSENKO on 1 February 1964 said: “In general it was known 
from some source important information was coming in from 
the British, specifically, information about NATO. As soon 
as the NATO Intelligence Services would hold a meeting in 
London, we had the information as to what was discussed. 
When the American, Canadian, and British groups met in 
London. The material came in from that VASSALL, or from - 
someone else--I don't know." On 8 September 1964 NOSENKO 
commented further that in 1960 or 1961, about the same time 

‘he heard about these materials, he also learned that the 
KGB First Chief Directorate had a good source;in British 

. counterintelligence. NOSENKO said that he did not know 
whether VASSALL had access to this type of information or 
whether this. indicated another source... . ἐδ we 
NOSENKO was asked on 29 January 1964 whether RODIN, ‘VASSALL's 
handler in London, was also known as KOROVIN. He replied he 
thought so. ᾿ ᾿ ᾿ 

ὦ ἃ 

***Questioned on CHURANOV's reaction to VASSALL's arrest, NOS- 
᾿ ENKO stated on 29 January 1964 that CHURANOV had said: "well, 
this is all. This is the end of my career and I'1l never go 
abroad again." Shortly afterwards, CHURANOV went to GRIBANOV 
to ask to be returned to the Second Chief Directorate for this 
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NCSENKO added a few details concerning the compronise of 
VASSALL. The KGS, he said, had evidence of honosexual acts 
between VASSALL and one homosexual, but then the KGS menaged to 
acquire photographs of him involved with three homosexuals at the 
sane time. NCSENKO was unable to recall the names of two of them, 
whose KGB cryptonyms were "“MUKHIN" and “SIBIRYAK" (the latter a 
young scientist and the only one of the three who could speak 
English); the third was Viktor BELYANOVSKIY,. aa actor in. Moscow 
who also took part _in onerations aga the American citizen 
Martin MALIA and @my@esienys 3s BP CHURANOV told NOS- 
ENKO that VASSALL was ‘really shocked" and became sick when he 
saw the photographs. : 

NOSENKO told CIA on 24 January 1964 that he hed been very 
worried in 1963 when it was reported in an article by Josepn 
ALSOP thet VASSALL had been apprerended ry the British as the 
result of a lead from the Americans. "I remember," NOSENKO said, 
“the press stated thet there was a defector who was a diplomat 
and who was about to come to England fron the States and that ἢ. 
was instrumental in heaving unearthed this Soviet spy, at a high- 
level place, whose name was VASSALL.* The First Chief Director- 
ate was in an uproar when they read this ALSOP article. As a 
matter of fact, at the KGi conference 1 insisted that our recent 
flaps were a result of information from COLITSYN, particularly 
(on) VASSALL. When they asked me now I knew, 1 said we have 
records here that he was given VASSALU's material to read in 
connection with his own work." 

NOSENKO δοιὰ on 8 September 1954 that his fears that the 
articles in the Western press might eventually bcing him under 
suspicion were allayed when ke learned from CHURMIOV some time 
later that the First Chief Directorate had reluctantly decided 
that GOLITSYN must have been the source to the VASSALL lead. The 
leaders of the First Chief Directcrate did not want to kelieve 
at first that GOLITSYN was the source of the lead, but it was 
known that although GOLITSYN did not know VASSALL's name, he haa 
on one Or two occasions translated materials received from 
VASSALL,. 

(ii) Information from GOLITSYN 

On 26 March 1962 GOLITSYN was being interviewed by British 
authorities and provided information leading to the identifica- 
tion of VASSALL as a KGB agent. GOLITSYN said-that he worked 
in the International Treaty Organizations Section of the Infor- 
mation (Reports) Department “of the KGB First Chief Directorate, 
from September 1959 until May 1960. During this period he re- 
ceived documents from the British Admiralty which were copies 
of papers from top Admiralty officials concerning the construc- 
tion and financial expenditures relating to a naval base at 
Clyde, dated July 1959. On the basis of many of these docu- 
ments GOLITSYN had to prepare a report for the Soviet Minister 
of Defense. He said that he-was told that the British Depart- 
ment of the First Chief Directorate had also disseminated such 
information, and after contacting the Pritish Department he was 
given a large file of copies of original documents from British 
Admiralty, including documents of the First and Second Lords of 
the Admiralty. (The documents he read were Russian translaticns 
of copies of original British documents.) There were other 

* The defector source referred to by ALSOP was GOLITSYN (see 
below). 
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was recalled to the USSR in 1954 from London. . KASHCHEYEV told 
‘GOLITSYN that at that period KGB had two other important agents, 

documents covering all Admiralty activity mentioning navy bases, 

fleet commands in the Mediterranean, Aden and cther cities in a 

the Mediterranean area. There were also docunents dealing with SP Ως δ 

bases in England ard concerning important questions an@ deci- ; 

gions in the Admiralty. . 

Wess, According to GOLITSYN, these documents were received from 

an agent source in London, covered the period 1958-53, and were. 

usually received at two-month intervals. He related that he had 

talked in 1955 to a KGB officer friend, Ye. G. KASHCHEYEV,* who 

a 

ἐκρ πων > 
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one of whom was BLAKE, The other important source was. working 

in naval intellicence in 1954,but GOLITSYN said he did not know 

the identity of the KGB officer handling the Admiralty agent | 

source, He suggested, however, it could have teen A.V. BARANCV - 

because that officer received the Order of Lenin for. his work in 

England at about that time. ; 
st BEL Sebald bite oe 

During a 5 April 1961 interview GOLITSY was shown a selec- 

tion of documents concerning the British Naval Command Organiza- 

tion in the Mediterranean. He selected two cocuments he thougnt 

he had seen before, although he said he was not sure. These : 

documents were: (a) Internal Admiralty Memorandum, Subject: 
"Command in the Mediterranean," dated 2 July 1959; and (Ὁ) inter- 

nal Admiralty documents, Subject: "Unified Headquarters for the ἱ i 

Middle East," dated 22 January 1960. 

When GOLITSYN was shown additional British documents on 
7 April 1962, he recalled he had seen documerts concerning "the 
whole infrastructure program, the whole of NATO." as well as 

documents concerning notes of meetings held in the Admiralty. 

GOLITSYN said on 25 May 1962 that the photographic repro- 
ductions of the documents were of medium or better quality, in- 
dicating they had been reproduced by a process better than hand~ 
held Minox camera production. . 

Sega s or en, νὰ 

By 12 September 1962 British authorities had focused 
sufficiently on VASSALL to arrest him. VASSALL immediately ᾿ 
confessed. ως 

* See Part V.I.7. for NOSENKO's statements on KASHCHEYEV. 
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(iii) .Information from VASSALL 

On the day of his arrest, 12 September 1962, VASSHLL con- 
‘fessed thax he had spied for the Soviets almost continuously since 
the spring of 1955." (A search of his quarters immediately after 
his arrest resulted in the discovery of 15 rolls of exposed film 
which, when developed, revealed 140 photographs of pages from 17 
official Admiralty documents dated betweer, 24 July and 3 September 
1962; all were reported to be secret documents, "the exposure of 
which would cravely damage the security of the state.) In his 
confession, VASSALL described his recruitment py CHURANOY and 
another man, Known only as “Nikolay” in March 1955 on the basis 
of compromising photographs taken during the course of ἃ "“homo- 
sexual orgy" involving himself and a numrer of Soviets. at the 
Berlin Hotel in Moscow at the end of Ocrober 1954. From about 
Sentember 1955 on until he returned -to England, VASSALL bought 
KGB silence by bringing CHURANOV and "Nikolay" documents from 

the British Embassy. In May i956, in anticipation of his depar- 
ture for home, VASSALL was introduced to a third Soviet, subse- 
guently identified as RODIN/KOROVIN, who was to become his con- 
tact in London. Their first meeting in England took place about 
the end of August 1956. VASSALL continued to meet RODIN once 
every three weeks until the arrest of Soviet Illegal Gordon LONS- 
DALE in January 1961, which resu’.ed in a four month moratorium 
on personal meetings. To these meetings VASSALL would bring docu- 
ménts that ne obtained from his office in the Naval Intelligence 
Division of the Admiralty; the documents would be photographed 
and returned to VASSALL during the sane meeting. 

Several months after RODIN had broken off contact as ἃ re- 
sult of the LONSDALI: arrest, VASSALL was contacted by N.P. KAR- 
PEKOV**and there were infrequent meetings from then until May 
1962. It was not until May 1962, however, that VASSALL was told 
to resume his espionage collection; he was trained to operate an 
Exakta camera and used it thereafter until his arrest. The last 
two meetings with KARPEKOV took place on 13 and 17 August 1962. 
At the meeting on 13 August, KARPEKOV told VASSALL that he was 
going away on holiday and the further meeting four days later 
was arranged so that VASSALL could hand over anything he had 
obtained refore KARFEKOV left. At their final meeting, KARPEKOV 
arranged for their next meeting to take place on 30 October 1962. 
(KARPEKOV left London for the Soviet Union on 6 September 1962.) 

By VASSALL's account, the first time he received any money 
from the Soviets was just before Christmas 1955, when he was 

given “at least 1,000 rubles." Thereafter, at every fourth: —~ - 

* VASSALL served in Moscow as clerk in the office of the British 
Naval Attache from 3 March 1954 until 2 June 1955, when he 

' left the Soviet Union to resume his former duties as a clerk 

in the British Admiralty. 

** KARPEKOV was identified to British authorities as a KGB offi- 
cer by KGB double agent Boris BELITSKIY (see Part VI.D.6.) in 
April 1960, before KARPEKOV was handling VASSALL. RODIN was 
reassigned from London in April 1961. BELITSKIY gave CIA the 
same information in July 1961. 
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ει meeting during his stay in MOSCOd he was given “guns of 2.000 
rubles. On his return to England, RODIN and later KARPEKOV paid 
him suma varying from 50 to 200 pounds. According to -VASSALL, 
the annual totals of these amounts varied between 500 and 700 
pounds, an estimate which the British consider “modest, to say 
the least" judging from VASSALL's luxurious way of life. 
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* KARDASHEV, who according to NOSENKO is a close professional 

Ce. The Iiicgal gay 

introcucticn 

NOSENKO's criy identifiable lead te ἃ ὭΟΨΙΣΕ Tilegal con- 
cerned ἃ Gerinan imenicgrant to Canaia whe was in Moscow during the 
fall cof 1963 fer meetings with Ya. tT. 330k and hed VERDASHEV*® of 
the Americen Lepr ment, KGR Pirst Chist Directorate, Prem his 
friend GUK, NOSEU¥OQ lezsned many Getails about this illegal but 
not his nune He comnenced thar he hac been 
by CUK unofficially, over after-~noucs dcivks While the Illegal was 

in Moszow, and that Οὐκ ‘epzolurely will rou" volunteer to the 
KGB thee he had given these details to NOSANFS, 

ets 
A check of HOSERKO TS intormae son: with tae Roval Canette 

Polis 
ΑΚ: ὙΙ͂ΣΕΡ fornerly ated 

wanes ν κατεηθτῖν “BRE ; ne. 

ΤῈΣ tata raids From December 1350 raTit Jan- 

wary 1956 aoa: was encaced in clandestine collection: activi- 
ties in East Germany fer che U.S. Army, but during this pericd he 
had once been ectained by the Soviets and in October 1988 he had 
agreed to collaborate with Sovist intelligence. GHEE reported 
thas to nis Anerican superiors end was teriainated by them in early 
1956. With U.S. assistance, he avplied for itmigration to Canada 

there in June paees 

NOSENKO was asked why this Canedian was considered to he 
an Illegal rather than an agent. Reetfirming that he was an Il- 
legal, NOSENKO explained that "an agent always has legal status. 
This man may run an lilegal net. And they may give him money 
to support other Illegals, and therefore that is the category 
assigned to him.“ The CIA case officer sumned up this new infor- 
mation by saying: "Therefore, in addition to the classic type οὗ 
Tilegal who is a Soviet citizen and wno is trained for a long 
time and then goes to a foreign country to develop his legend 
for entry into nis target country, there are foreign nationals 

associate of οὐκ, served in spent ngeon from ἌΡΕΤΕ 1958 to 
April 1961 & : Ree 
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who would be called Illecals if they are members of a Soviet 
Tllegal's net or if they run an Illegal net themselves, irrespec- 
tive of the nationalities cf the members of the ret." NOSENKO 
agreed that this summation was “absolutely correct.” 

(ii) Informetion from NOS )SENKO 

While reviewing the notes he brought to ἃ reeting with CIA 
on 26 January 1964, before nis defection, NCSENAO cam? across an 
entry which prompted him tc say: “I know cneé Canndian. I'll 
give you his description. 1! have it written covm. Tf don't have 
his first name or his last name, cut I know trat he is ἃ Canadian, 
his age, when he was in the Saviet Union. te wert there on a 
po@visnaya visa. This Cenadian actually 15 of German origin, 
from Germany. he's a Canadian citizen, and he is an Illegal. He 
took a trip to Moscow in 1963, he was met by Οὐκ, and he was 
civen money to open a business. He is Supposed to start a busi- 

ness enterprise in Canada. They wanted to set him up as an Il- 
legal Kesident in Canada to run some agent. There are a few 
other things I'll tell you later," NOSENKO was. asked why GUK 
had met this man in Moscow, and he answered: “GUK somehow got 
in contact with him. It wasn't KGH, It was ‘simply. an acquain- 
tance." 

In later interviews NOSENKO added that the Illegal: 

AIRE 5: married, and the father 
of two children; 

~ may have been escorted to Moscow in 1963 by KARD- 
ASHEV, since KARDASHEV had gone co 4 French sort to meet 
a foreigner and accompany him on a Soviet ship to the 
USSR; ᾿ 

- was given false documents in Moscow for travel 
from Moscow back to Europe; 

- in Moscow received"$10,000 or senething Like 
that" to open "some kind of optical business;" 

~ returned to the West via a Satellite country, 
either Hungary or Rumania, and then flew to Geneva where 
his genuine documents were returned to him. 

NOSENKO also said that the KGB had decided to have the Illegal 
τῳ remain in Canada after originally planning to assign him to 

New York City, where he would be under the control of the local 
KGB Legal Residency. 
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“two. pieces of information which he said he was willing to sell 

 (B.Ye. BELITSKIY, a Radio Moscow broadcaster and Soviet Govern- eet Ae 
“ment interpreter, had been a CIA agent in place since his recruit- 

.on how CIA should proceed in the light of his revelations. He 

_ had recruited in London and never met inside the Soviet Union. 

knew that in due course he was recruited in London... There was. 

.* NOSENKO said that at that time he himself was Deputy Chief of 

The BELITSKIY Operation 

πος τ 
meaya ete τα ΕΛ παρ ληλ μ When NCSENKO first contacted CIA in June 1952, one of the 

was the fact that the CIA agent BELITSKIY was under KCB control, 

ment at the Erussels Exposition in September 1953.) At the time 
NOSENKO made his information known, EELITSKIY had met CIA repre- 
sentatives in the West in debriefing sessions on thre separate 
occasions. The last occurred in Geneva in May 1962 while BELIT- 
SKIY was serving as an interpreter for a WHO Conference. At that 

time NOSENKO was also in Gereva, participating in the Disarmament 
Conference. 

wicca the Sida aa, 

b. Information from NOSENKO 

ect ταῦθ asamatebinditt μὲν (1) Starenents in 1962 

In the discussions with CIA officers on 9 ard 11 June 1962, 
NOSENKO revealed considerable information on BELITSKIY., He also’ : 
descriked his own connection with the case and offered his opinion δ 

claimed that he had first heard of the BELITSKIY case, by its 
code name "BELKIN," when he was working in the U.S.Embassy Section : 
American Department, KGB Second Chief Directorate. Not directly 
involwed with the agent, he learned of the case through his friend- 
ship with tne chief of the section (name not given) which was then 
runnirg him.* "So I already knew there was this ‘BELKIN,'" said 
NOSENKO. He did not accively participate in the case, however, 
until the spring of 1962. During his tour with the Disarmament 
Conference, NOSENKO said, he received a cable from Moscow direct- 
ing him to give advice to the "young" and "inexperienced" case 
officer, V.L. ARTEMYEV in thé event that‘ American: Intelligence 
should contact BELITSKIY in Geneva. Actually, NOSENKO continued, 
the Second Chief Directorate had “inserted” BELITSKIY ‘into the 
WHO delegation in the hope that CIA would "find him." There was 
such a contact, NOSENKO said, and therefore he knew about the 
handling of .the case insofar as the Geneva meetings were con- 
cerned, although he had not been personally involved in it be- 
fore. 

NOSENKO described 3ELITSKIY as a KGB agent whom the Americans 

NOSENKO stressed both of these. points a number of times: "So I : ει 7 

never any contact with him inside." NOSENKO stated that BELIT-~ 
SKIY was an agent of the American Department in 1962, although 
he. had once worked for the Second (British) Department. He 

the U.S,Embassy Section. It follows from this that he would 
have become aware of the BELITSKIY case between January 1960 
and January 1962. In 1964 NOSENKO identified the friend who 
had ‘told him about BELITSKIY as V.I. PETROV, Chief of the 
Second Section, American Department, responsible for pene-. 
trating American Intelligence Operate? mainly CHOBE: ain 
the USSR. an! : 
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claimed not to know the date of recruitment but said that he 
Knew that the case was already in progress during his second 
assignment with the U.S. Embassy Section (January 19€9-January 
1962), and “The first time he went abroad he was already our 
agent. He had been our agent for a long, long time..." 

NOSENKO indicated that the KGB's purpose in rurning the | 
BELITSKIY operation was to lure American Intelligence into meet- 
ing with the agent inside the Soviet Union. In this way, the 
‘KG6 hoped to learn the channels and means through which Anerican 
Intelligerce communicated with agents inside the Soviet Union. 
This, said NOSENKO, was the “most important task" of the Second 
Chief Directorate. Although BELITSKIY, ir. meeting with his Am- 
erican case officers, continually pleaded fear of contacting or 
being contacted by American Intelligence in Moscow, NOSENKO 
claimed that this was ἃ ruse end that the real KGS intent was to 
use BELITSKIY "to craw you to us - to the Soviet Union - so that 
you would worx with him nec abroad." He said that after BELIT- 

Lenidon, CIA "did not go on with him... SKIY was recruited in Le 
didn t hold‘any meetings with him." Nevertheless, he said; the 
KGB “cherished the hope...zo lead him in somewhat dceper...well, 
now they have." 

NOSENKO commented that the KGB First Chief Directorate, 
with its*own responsibilities ard objectives, was unaware of the 
purpose of the Second pee δ ον θεν Σ in the BELITSXIY case. 
The First Chief Directorate, through Department D, provided 
dezinformatsiya (acc eeenbra sien: referred to by NOSENKO as 
“deza") at the Second Chief Directorate's request, but in this 
case, as in other "games," it did not know for what ultimate 
purpose the "“Geza" would be used. NOSENKO indicated that in 
such cases I.1. #GAYANTS, Chief of Department Ὁ, did not even 
know in what country the disinformation was to be used, let alone 
the identity of the agent. The Second Chief Directorate, more- 
over, was at liberty to add or discard items from the "€eza" pro- 
vided by Department D.* 

NOSENKO stated that after the directive from Moscow arrived, 
he participated in the direction of BELITSKIY's meetings with 

' the American case officers, advising ARTEMYEV on specific steps 
to be taken. For example. NOSENKO said, when the Lmerican case 
officers asked BELITSKIY whether he could establish contact 
with some Soviet on the Disarmament Delegation, NOSENKO advised 
ARTEMYEV not to use anyone from the Soviet Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs. Rather, he told ARTEMYEV that BELITSKIY should pretend 

* While on this ceneral subject, NOSENKO commented that the 
᾿ Second Chief Directorate was looking to the.day when its: offi- 
cers in the field would not have to be subordinate to the KGB 
Legal Resident in a given country, always a member of the 

‘First Chief Directorate. In Geneva, NOSENKO said, the local 
Legal Resident was “weak" and "over-cautious." According to 
NOSENKO, this man had keen ordered by Moscow to help in the 
BELITSKIY case “if anything -is needed" but tried. to THROE Este: 
with the actual running of the case. At that. point, NOSENKO. 
ste himt ποθ don't need your RetPe. | “We shall run it our- 
selves." ; τος ὶ 
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that he was gettirg information fren the heed of the Anerican 
Department of TASS, A.K. KiSLOV, who was then in Geneva.* The 
information BELITSKiY furnished to the Americans would, of 
course, be "“deza” from the KGB. This plen was carried out, and 
BELITSKIY reported information “frcem KISLOV" to his American case 

officers. To bacxstop this part of the cperation, in case the 

Americans “checked up," NOSENKO and ARTEMYEV arranged for BELIT- 

SKIY to be introduced to KISLOV. ὁ —_ Boag 

“αὐ " ἀρνλιμερςὐίδι 

BREE ec dee 

According to NOSENKO, Departinent D prepsred ‘other disinfor- 
mation for BELITSKIY to give te his American case officers in | 

response to their positive intelligence requirements. The Second 

Chief Directorate asked Department D to “make it good information, 

so the opposition will not sense that it is “dezas ** "Moscow is 

happy, " NOSENKO reported, because KGB Headquarters believed that : 

CIA had accepted “at face value" the information which BELITSKIY : δ 

gave. Among these pieces of disinformation, NOSENXO said, was i of 

the name of a Soviet Intelligence officer in the WHO in Geneva. i : 

wits Abe estat dade ΚΝ 

Concerning the individuals involved in this case, NOSENKO 
related that BELITSKIY had been met ir. Geneva first ky the Amer- 
ican case officer "Bob" and later also by "Henry" who was "calied 
out from the States.’ The KGB case officer, ARTEMYEV, was “still 
ἃ young fellow," although he had good potential, and had not 
worked on the BELITSKIY case in Moscow. Ee had been sent to 
Geneva to work on counterintellicgence matters and to direct 
PELITSKLY if the Americans should make contact with him.*** After 
the WHO conference ended, NOSENKO said, the Soviet participants ἢ 
left in groups; BELITSKLY departed on 26, 27, or 28 May but 
ARTEMYEV stayed a few days longer. 

ended eels im ass 
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According to NOSENKO, Moscow believed that CIA had accepted 
BELITSKIY's bona fides. From the KGB standpoint, while BEL:TSKIY 
was "not @ bad agent," he was apt to go a bit too far sometimes 
and to "add things on his own." for this reason, NOSENKO said, 
the KGB decided not to let him spent too much time with CIA, 
fearing that he might say something "which would cause you to 
sense that he is a plant." 

NOSENKO strongly and repeatedly advised CIA to “continue the 
game" but under no circumstances to meet the agent inside the 
Soviet Union. He indicated that he considered it “in your inter-~- 
ests" to continue to play BELITSKIY, and he remarked that the 
KGB- would guess how CIA found out about the case if it were 

“¥"See Part IlI.D.5 for further details on.NOSENKO's relationship 
with KISLOV. 

NOSENKO commented, concerning disinformation in general and 
’ gpeaking of this case in particular, that it is “very diffi- 
cult" to-pass disinformation, and that there is a certain 
"danger" connected with passing it - in providing "that. which 
is almost true, changed just a little bit," the agent might 
give away something that is of real value to.the opposition. 
There is also the danger of arousing suspicion.in the minds 
of the opposition's case officers if the information is not 
good enough, he implied. : . 

***See Part V.D.7.c. for additional information on ARTEMYEV ἃ 
operational activity. 
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terminated - he and ARTEMYEV were the only officers abroad who 
knew about the operation. (At that very moment. he said, the 
KGB was waiting for someone to arrive in Moscow and contact the 
agent.}\. NOSENKO sroposed 8 plan through which CIA σου cause 
the KGS to send BELITSKIY abroad again, and two days later he 
again urged that this plan be edoptéd: CIA should choose an - 
elderly couple who were travelling to the USSR and give them a. 
letter to mail to BELITSKIY immediately on their arrival; in the 
letter there should be a Kint. through which BELITSKIY (and -the .- - 
KGB) woulé realize that CIA wanted him to come out end did not 
plan to contact him inside; the KGB would then be forced to send 
-BELITSKIY abroad again in order to continue the "game." This 
reaction would be in line with the mission of the Second Chief 
Directcrate "to recruit the foreigners... and then pass them on 
to you for your recruitment. That ie our mission - give our own 
Russians to you for recruitment and recruit foreigners.". NOSENKO 
also continued: "Don't trust him for a second Dutes. give the 
impression that you believe him." He stressed that the travellers 
chosen for this task ke "elderly," that they not be connected with 
CIA in any way, end, most important, thet they mail the letter 
immediately on their arrival. NOSFNKO also advised CIA to do 
something about the safe apartment in which "Eob" and "Henry" 
had met BELITSKIY. He complained that BELITSKIY had noted that 
the name on the door was not that of the American Counsellor 
whose apartment it was supposed to be, and he said that BELITSKIY 
had also reported that he felt it had an “un-lived in" iook. 

(11) Statements in 1964 

When he came to the West again in 1964, NOSENKO again dis- 
_cussed the BELITSKIY case.* In January 1964, he was e3ked his 
advice about CIA's handling BELITSKIY. Again he suggested that 
CIA "continue the plan" in order.to determine “what actions they. 
will undertake when they will see that you do not plan to have 
Moscow contacts." He commented: "You have a realistic basis 
for not doing this in view of the PENKOVSKIY case, etc." rns 
Again he expressed the opinion that "what they are trying to do 
in this case is to pull for a Moscow contact... The hope is 
that you would go out to meetings with him in Moscow." The 
Second Chief Directorate did not consider the BELITSKIY case 8 
big operation: "it was only a small success from our viewpoint," 

NOSENKO claimed, as he had in 1962, to have been personally 
involveeé in directing the meetings BELITSKIY had had with the 

τι Americans in Geneva. ARTEMYEV “was a very young man, There- 
fore, 8 cable came from Moscow ordering me to take over the 

ες @irection of the case over ARTEMYEV... in case a contact was 
made, and it was." NOSENKO -ndicated that it wags O.M, GRIBANOV 
himself, Chief of the Second Chief Directorate, who had ordered 
him to take charge. 

* In the meantime, CIA had continued the "game." In October 
1962, during the week of the Cuban missile crisis (dis- 
cussed in Part V.F.10.) BELITSKIY attended a ‘conference. 
end γε: met several times by CIA representatives. (See Page 

** See Part VI.D.7.b. for details on the compromise of PENKOV- 
δὺ ΔῈ : : : oF, : "' ie 
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or 1961" Coom PETROV, Chief uf the Secofd Sectior of the American 
Department. "I don't know when the case began, but it was coing 
in 1960 and 1961. he said. In 1962, he obtained more details 

from ARTEMYEV, who was in the same Gelegation as cELITSKIY, and 

“then the cable came from Moscow ordering him to help ARTEMYEV 

“gn the case. NOSENKO said he did not know who recruited BELIT- 
: SKIY for the KG3, but it was not PETROV. This operation, like 
all “games” of the Second Section, was supervised by M.G. _MATVEYEV, 

: Deputy Chief of the American Department.. : . 

In 1964 NOSENKO made a number of comments and observations 
which he had not brought up in any way in 1962. In noting, for 
example, that BELITSKXIY had originally been a British Department 

‘ agent, he remarked: “Maybe they tried to serve him up to the 
British, and maybe the Eritish didn't bite. As for the charac- 
ter of BELITSKIY and the KGB's view of their agent, or 29 Janu- 
ary 1964 NOSE-XO stated: "If you were to stop it, then wait 
until the appropriate moment, confront’ him, tell him the ‘geme' 
is up ~ you know 811 about him - then he might co for this and 
yu may recruit him." On 2 February 1964, when the CIA case 
officer suggested that perhaps RELITSK1Y- might not have reported 
everything to the KG3, especially the amount of money he had 
heen given by CIA, NOSENKU acreed that perhaps this was co "be- 
cause I*was very much surprised how little money the Americans 
gave BELITSKIY... I was convinceé that something was not right, 
and I told ARTEMYEV chat I didn't believe that the Americans 
could pay such small sums. I was convinced that BELITSKIY only 
reported that he received a small part of what he actually got." 
NOSENKO said that when he told PETROV that he did not believe 
BELITSKIY, PETROV said he bad not quite accepted his reports 
either, becauseevery time BELITSKIY came home from abroad, “he 
always tries to hand me some gift and therefore I'm inclined 
to agree with you." NOSENKO said that BELITSKIY had been 
thoroughly investigated but that he himself felt that “it is 
possible that at any given moment a person would change his. 
Mind and go off." NOSENKO mentioned for the first-time, on 
10 June 1964, that the British Department had a file “in which 
material had been placed which would indicate that there were 
some suspicions" about BELITSKIY, but that “this ‘suspicious’ 
file was not given to the Second Section, American Department, 
when they took over.” 

(iii) BELITSKIY Photograph 

In Octeber 1966 NOSENKO said that he had seen BELITSKIY 
in person on several occasions in Geneva in 1962. - Shown BE-. 
LITSKIY's photograph a few days later, NOSENKO failed to re- 
cognize it. ; 
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‘Gs Information from Other Sources 

BELITSKIY was a chemist. by training and a translator and 
radio commentétor by profession. At the time of his recruit. 
ment, and throughout his relationship with CIA, he was employed 
by Radio Moscow, Fluent in English, he was used primarily as- 
8 scientific commentator on programs beamed to the British Isles. In addition to his radio work, BELITSKIY frequently served és an τ. 
interpreter for the Soviet Government, both at home and abroad, 
and achieved considerable recognition in this capacity during 
such widely publicized events as the POWERS trial end .GAGARIN's 
visit to England. Ostensibly he was fully trusted by the Soviet 
authorities and was allowed an unusual degree of freedom in his 
association with foreicners. 

HELITSKIY was recruited by CIA in Brussels in September 
1958 while he was serving as an interpreter at the Soviet Pavil- 
ion of the World's Fair. During the period in which he was being 
assessed as ἃ potential egent, BELITSKIY created the impressions 
that: first, he was not in full agreement with the current Soy. 
iet regime and probably even harbored some Grudge against the 
Soviet system because his father had been purged under STALIN: 
second, he was not averse to considering defection at some future date, provided he could do so with his wife; and third, he was 
eager to pick up extra money, in return for which he was willing 
to provide information acquired in the course of his duties. 
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The possibility of 
was thoroughly and frequently considered, both initially and 
as the case prooressed. 
bined with the personal 

BELITSKIY's being a Soviet provocation 

In view of available evidence, com- 
impressions of the CIA case officer who 
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felt that BELITSKIY was sincere, it was judged ac the tine of “τ 
his recruitment that BELITEXIY, whatever his true motives, was. 
not controlled by the Ku. During. the 11 hours of meetings in. 
Brussels, the case cfficer observed, EELITSKIY “did not over- 

sell himself," “claimed no military friends,” “sffered no oper-— 
ational leads (even when requested), "did not actempt to elicit 
information," “rerused ATS contect inside the Soviet Union," 
"τὰ not use a single intelliyence term," and convincingly 
appeared to be unfaniliar with secret writing systems. The case 
officer felt that the Soviets would have more to lose than gain 

in sending a provocation agent with the scientific background 
and accees to information wnich BELITSKIY appeared to have. This, 
plus the Soviet's expressed fear for his owh security Cincluding 
his staunch refusal to contact Anerican Intelligence inside the 
USSR), and his apparent ignorance of intelligence terminolocy ὁ 
and proréssional techniques, contributed to the initial judcment 
that he was not under KGB control. SELITSK1Y's motivation appear- 
ed to be a combination of factors, including revenge for the per- 
Secution of nis father, disaffection with the oppression by the 
Soviet regime of Jews and intellectuals (he fell into both cate- 

goriesjac tie shortage of consumer goods for the average Soviet 
citizen, when asked point-blank why he was willing to cooperate 
with American Intelligence, BELITSKLY replied with the question: 
“Did you read Dr. Zhivaco?" Although certain aspects of his 
past behavior were somewhat puzzling, none was actually incon- 
sistent with, nor aroused any strong suspicion concerning, his 

‘claims that he was acting entirely on his own initiative. 

In April 1950 BELITSKLY was in London but did not contact 
CIA, He later explained this in terms of his personal security 
and also indicated that he thought CIA might contact him. In 
June 1950, CIA sent a summary of the operation to MI-6, request- 
ing any assistarce it could provide and offering to share the 
product of the operation. In August MI-6 gave CIA its view: 
BELITSKLY had come to London with a Soviet intelligence brief; 
his attempts to contact Westerners were so blatant that the KGB 
must have known about them; but it was possible that not all of 
the agent's activities were necessarily controlled by the KGB. 
in September 1960 CiA advised MI-6 of its agreement that BELIT- 
SKIY "undoubtedly had an RIS mission when he came to the UK 
earlier this year," adding the opinion that he probably had 
been used in the past by the KGB; also, that the only way to 

' resolve the unexplained points, CIA stated; was to engage ina 
secure interrogation which would include a polygraph examina~ 
tion. As of October 1960 the CIA position’ on the case was 
stated as follows: “As matters now stand we have our doubts - 
as to the bona fides of BELITSKIY, but are not convinced that 
all his actions have been controlled by the RIS. We consider 
him too valuable a potential source to drop without exploring 
all possible avenues of investigation. Subject has acknow- 
ledged access to high-level Soviet scientists and to informa- 
tion of high priority interest." ‘ 

In October 1960, BELITSKIY attended a World Journalists’ 
᾿ Rally in Vienna but, he explained later, had no. opportunity to 
contact American Intelligence during his 10 day visit. 

The next personal contact with the agent was made in 
London in July 1961* when a series of meetings took place; 

---- eS * PENKOVSKIY (see Part VI.D.7.b.) was also in London (on TDY 
alone) in July 1961. 
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during two of these BELITSKIY was given a polygraph test. He 

was questioned closely jalbeit in a friendly manner) about his 

relationship with the KCL. He explained that he was frequently 

in contact with persons whom he suspected to be KGS, both in 

his work at Radio Moscow and particularly in connection with his 

travels akbrcad, but that his only official briefing by the KSB 

was in connection with the POwE25 trial. On another occasion, 

he said, he was told how to handle himself if the “wrong” ques- 

tions were asked at the MARTIN/MITCHELL press conference in 

Moscow, but this was not openly a KGB briefing. HELITSKIY also 
indicated that all travellers leaving the USSR were routinely — 

- interviewed anc briefed, and were told to “sort of Keep their 
eyes open” to locate potential targets of information, He said 

he felt that “whatever he had been eble to do along this line" 

had resulted in his being given TDY's abroad and having relative 

freedom of movement... ἊΣ : 

At the end of the London debriefings it was concluded by 

MI-6 and CIA tnat BELITSKIY “did noc appear to be practicing 

deception or to be controlled by the RIS." Both did agree, how- 

ever, that he was “evasive when pressed, then glib, but without 
volunteering information."* The majority view at that time was 
‘that the agent's prime motivation was a financial one, coupled 
with an assurance of CIA assistance upon his defection. It was 
also believed that BELITSKIY had by then become so deeply in- 
volved with CIA that it would be very difficult for him to break 
contact and/or to report his plight to the KGB. 

The third contact with GELITSKIY was made in Geneva in May 
of 1962. The CIA case officer met the agent six times, for a 
total of approximately 12 hours. At this series of debriefings 
a second American case officer was introduced. In his report on 
the contact the original case officer stated that he felt 
“stronger than ever that Subject's potential as an agent is 

unlimited." He stated that his original views on BELITSKIY's 
bona fides had not changed and that he felt the latter realized 
that he had passed the point when he could afford to report his 
collaboration with CIA to the KGB. The second case officer 
reported that the reservations which he had had ebout the acent's 
bona fides before the meetings with him had been dispelled by 
the latter's manner. He also reported, however, that on two 
occasions during the meetings he had had a "sinking feeling“ 
that "the relationship was not kosher." He said that during 
thé discussion of the two factions which BELITSKIY claimed 
were then vying with each other in the ‘Soviet Unicn (the 
“moderates" vs. the “hard-liners"), he had the feeling "that 
the tale was concocted and maybe the agent was trying to convey 

* Throughout the course of this operation various individuals 
participating in it expressed doukts about BELITSKIY's bona 

fides. Whatever doubts may have existed, however, they did 

not affect the conduct of the case;.the general consensus was 
that the agent was not controlled by the KGB, and the. case 

continued to be run as if he were not. Moreover, the poly- 

graph examiner reported that BELITSKIY had been “substan- 

tially truthful in his answers to the questions asked," al- 

though he did recommend that the agent be re-examined under 
controlled conditions. ᾿ ; ἜΝ 
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to U.S. authorities something that someone wanted to have convey- 
ed and could not have done “through normal channels." The second 

case officer was also struck, by a chance which he perceived in 
BELITSKIY's manrer when they.were discussing the matcrer of con-~ 
tact inside the Soviet Union: At first, BELITSKIY was very con- 

“cerned, but toward the end of the meeting he seemed to abandon 
all caution and to be quite happy about it, even suggesting that 
a CIA courier could perhaps bring him some scarce goods. 

Throughout the relationship, however, BELITSKIY exhibited 
great concern for his personal safety. Suring the period between 
the initial and the second series of meetings, CIA sent him two 
open letters containing secret writing. He responded to the first 
{in time to validate the terms of the contract), but not to the 
second, explaining in e later meeting that his failure to do so 
had been due to fear for his own safety. His reasons for this 
fear (including the fact that the handwriting on the open letter 
was “typically American"), were judged plausible and convincing, 
and his desire to discontinue this tyre of communication was 
respected. Although BELITSKLY did not wish to communicate by 
secret writing, he -did-later agree that “in a matter of gravest 
importance" he would permit CIA to send him ἃ message via some- 
one with whom he could be, logically, in proféssional or social 
contact. He stipulated, however, that it be .someone who was 
entirely “clean” and completely unwitting of the true nature of 
his relationship with CIA. He insisted, moreover, on a guaran- 
tee that if CIA ever did have to communicate with him by any 
means, it should never refer to the supject of a previous 
conversation, He felt that under such circumstances he would 
stand a better cnance of refuting any accusations, since there 
would be no evidence that he had responded to the overtures of 
American Intelligence. HELITSKIY also expressed concern on sev- 
eral occasions for the case officers' welfare as it related to 
his own, cautioning them, for instance, never to go to Berlin 
or to Moscow. 

BELITSKIY was deemed from the first to have access through 
his work to information of unusual value to the United States 
on the Soviet political scene, scientific personalities, and 
science-related events. In addition, it was hoped that through 
various relatives, friends, or acquaintances. he would be able 
to provide some information on certain other high-priority re- 
quirements. During each of the series of debriefings he was 
able to furnish some general information on Soviet political 
factions and currents, on many scientific and governmental 
personalities, and on missile and space-related events. This 
information was in general, however, either not of great value, 
already known, or impossible to evaluate or corroborate. Never- 
theless, the case officer felt that the agent had "no way of 
measuring the usefulness of any particular piece of informa- 
tion” and that he was “going out of his way to provide us with 
everything he thought might be of possible use." 

BELITSKIY was not able to answer specific requirements 
in the highest priority fields’ of missiles and atomic energy. 
However, as he himself stressed, he did not have direct access 
to classified documents, and CIA had not expected that he 
would be successful in these areas. On the other ‘hand, he 
did appear to have access to some military information of a 
classified nature through his status in the military reserves. 
Although previously, he said, he had not been interested or 
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' the KGB, neither the results of the polygraph examination, the ene 

attentive at these meetings and hed managed to ayoid ali bur one 
refresher course, he promited to attend in the future ard to try 
te remember everything he could which maght be of value τὸ CIA. 
Before any benetit from this aspect of his life could ke reaped, 
his reserve status was charged to ‘limited availability“ and he 
was no longer expected to attend meetings. 

On the other hand, EELITSKIY was successful in culcivating 
a number of individuals whe were potentially valuable sources of 
information to him on priority ta:cet areas. One of these. for 
example, was ἃ cousin who eliegedly was chiet engineer in a 
plant concerned with nuclear submarines. Furthermore, the type 
ef information which HELITSKIY was reporting indicated that, in i 
the course of his work and through cuitivation and extension of : 
his broad range of acquaintances, be should be able in the future ἱ 
to provide CIA with extremely useful information.’ He was able, 
for example, to report thes: items which were censored from his i 
scientific program manus.ripes because of their security impli- 
cations. He also occasionally received interesting news in ad- 
vance of its publication. He hed learned ot the ouster of the 
Americar diplomat, Kermit S. MIDTHUN ‘some time before it was 

officially announced. in October 1952. We also had knowledge of 

the attitudes and activities of certain non-Soviers in Moscow 
who were Of interest to CIA, sucn as Francis Gary POWERS, and 
was acquainted with several Westerners who had defected to the 
USSR. Also, BELIISKIY remarked that he had once known someone 
who had lived in the house of “the real Rudolf ABFL," this : 
friend had told him that Rudolf Ivanovich ABEL, the KG2 Illegal Ret ok ᾿ 
arrested in the United States. had mereiy assumed the adentity 
of the reai ABEL, who naw died. 
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With regard to certain specific agsignments which he failed | 
to carry out, BELITSKTY invariably oftered expianacions for his Ϊ 
inability to do so (usually relating tear for his personal sé- 
curity) which were difficult to regard as unreasonable. One 
example was his decision ‘at the las. minute” not to Ering to i 
CIA the Radio Moscow telephone book which he had been asked to ; 
get. He “had it in his hand while ps.king." he said, but felt 4 
that “because of ὁ current réorganization at the Radio" the i 
information would ce “outdated” by the time CIA got it and that ἱ 
therefore he did not think it worth risking 1τε ssing found if 
his baggage should be inspected. 

κι tae. rue ie meee 

Evaluations of BELITSKIY‘s behavior, attitudes and apparent 
motivation, and production were continually made in the course 
of the case. Although there was a definite feeling that he had 
not been frank about the full extent of his relationship with ~ 

EE Re Leta conclusions of a graphological analysis, nor the judqments of a 
the two individuals who had contacted him personally during “τοὶ 
the three series of debriefings tended to contradict these con- = - wh 
clusions directly. : 5 

Moreover, as the case progressed, it appeared that his eae 
reputation within the Soviet Union was growing and that his : 
usefulness to CIA was increasing correspondingly. His personal 
contacts and potential sources of information. became more nu- 
merous as his job responsibilities increased, The trust which 
his superiors placed in him seemed to be borne out by the 
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freedom he was allowed. It appeared that there was a good 
chance he would be permitted to exit the Soviet Union from time 
to time and would therefore be able to get informatior. to us 
despite his reluctance to communicate from within. He was thus 
considered, on the whole, to be a-highly useful potential, if 
not actual, source of positive intelligence information who was 
basically motivated to help American Intelligence. 

After the NOSENKO information was received in June 1962, 

CIA continued the BELITSKIY operation. A fourth series of meet~- 
ings was held with the agent in the United States in October of 
1962, -BELITSKIY was at that -time accompanying a Soviet celega- 
tion to "The Second Informal Conference of Influential Ameri- 
cans and Soviets"(at Andover, Mzssachusetts), a gathering of 
prominent Soviet and American citizens to discuss international 
problems in the interests of world peace.* The Soviet deleca- 
tion of 16 was headed by a member of the CPSU Central Committee, 
who was listed as a representative of the Soviet Trade Union 
Press. The conference occurred during the Cuban crisis, 21 to 
27 October 1962.** 

During this extremely critical period in Soviet-American 
relations, BELITSKIY communicated the following points to his 
CIA case officers: 

. = The members of the delegation had been briefed in 
Moscow by the First Deputy Foreign Minister to be concilia- 
tory, even to the degree of pointing out that the Soviet 
Union disagrees with China on the distribution of nuclear 
weapons to other powers, and to avoid any position which 
could be regarded as offensive to the American partici- 
pants. 

- BELITSKIY “personally” regarded President KEINEDY's 
announcement of a "blockade" of Cuba as appalling. He 
stated that he was convinced that Cuba could have been 
weaned from the Soviet Union by very careful handling 
without alienating opinion in other countries, and that 
the President's action tended to strengthen the position 
of the “hard line, tough talk" faction in the Soviet 
-Government. Immediately following the President's an- 
nouncement, the delegation was instructed to make the 
Soviet position plain, but to do so in a moderate tone. 

- The leader of the Soviet delegation had partici- 
pated in a discussion with Norman COUSINS, of The 
Saturday Review, who explained to him the reasons for 

'* This conference is an extension of the “Pugwash” conferences, 
originally sponsored by Cyrus EATON, identified by PENKOV- 
SKIY as a GRU contact. 

**Also participating was 5.1. BEGLOV, who had conferred with 
G.N. BOLSHAKOV on 19 October 1962. in New York, ostensibly 
on matters connected with the USSR magazine: See Part 
V.F.10. ᾿ ν ᾿ 
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the President's stand on Cuba. “According to BELITSKIY, 

who had acted as interpreter, the Soviets' reply to 
COUSINS was that the USSR had refused to give nuclear 
weapons to China ard that there would re no point in 
risking zn affront to Communist .Chira by giving advanced 
weapons to Cuba. de said the Soviet Union was willing 
to enter into negotiations with the United States on the 
question of the spread of nuclear weapons co other 
countries. (COUSINS' explanation of President KENNEDY's 
stand was that he was pressured by the coming election 
and the need to circumvent criticisx py the Republican 
Party: by Congressional leaders; and by a report that 
Congress would soon learn of the irrefutable evidence 

concerning the Soviet missile buildup in Cuba. 

Except for once sailing abroad on a Soviet cruise ship, 
BELITSKIY has not been seen in the West since his October 1962 
visit to the United States. His voice, however, has been heard 
frequently in broadcasts from Radio Moscow since that time. 
Among BELITSKLY's broadcasts waS a two-part series ΟΣ 22 November 
and 2 December 1965, beamed to the United Kincdom and to eastern 
North America, calied ‘Inquest Into the. Facts surrounding the 

publication of The Penkovskiy Papers. a 
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7. KGB Investigations 

a. Compromise of POPCV 

(4) Introduction 

Twice during the first meeting with ClA in Geneva in June 

1962 NOSENUKO alluded to the compromise of the CIA agent penetra- 

tion of the GRU, Lt. Col. P.S. POPCY, and at the next meeting he 

attributed the compromise to KGH surveillance of a CIA orficer in 

Moscow mailing a letter to POPOV. Essentially the same story of 

the POPOV compromise was given by NCSENKO in 1904, with cervain 

additional details being supplied ac that time. 

Uy ΠΕ ΠΟΤ Be 
ieee etd iwo of the GIEREFANOV papers* confirm 

that KGB surveillance led ro the discovery of POPOV's status as 

a CIA agent, rut Sees 
security suspicion prior to the letter-meiling incicent. Neither 

NOSENKO nor these other two fh: SH Debate Sot 
supplied a precise date for this incideit beyond the statement 

in one of the CEEREPANOV papers that it occurred in January 1959. 

Tre actual date cf the letter meailinz was the 21st of that month, 

and hence according to NCSENKO, ἄφετε and rhe CHEREPANOV papers, 
it was then that the KGB establishes tne fact of POPOV's collabor- 

ation with CIA. Information from GOLTITS’N, however, places the 

tine of the compromise as ezrly as 1957, and GOLITSYN has aiso 

stated that a KSB agent (rather than KGS surveillance) was the 

cause of the compromises. 
φ' ᾿ 

Presented below are selected portions of the CIA specation 

with POPOV, followed by the informacion on POPIV's comprcemise 
from NOSENKO, CHUEREPANOY, ἀρ anid GOLLTSYN. 

(ii) CIA Operation with Porov 

After 32 months of contacts with CIA while he was stationed 

in Austria, POPOV was transferred in September 1955 to East Ger~ 

Many to become a case otricer at the GRU (tactical) intelligence 

point in Schwerin, and contacts with CIA were resumed in January 

1956. ‘The GRU reassigned PUPOV on 28 June 1957 to the inspection 

Directorate, a stratecic intelligence element in Berlin/Karlshorst, 

where he handled some of the Lilcgais being dispatched from, re- 

turning to, and training in East Perlin. There he remained in 

contact with CIA until his recall te Muscow in November 1958 (see 

-below). Meanwhile: 

- During July and until 13 August 1957 POPOV handled 

vie ony, @ total of five Illegals passing through East Berlin and 

was made responsible for a sixth Tllegal in training there. 

He was relieved of the latter responsibility on 2 November 

1957. 

- The next and last Illegal to be assigned to POPOV, 

in early October 1957, was a woman whose true identity ts. 
believed to be M.N. TAIROVA. She was destined to join 
her husband, I.A. TAIROV, in the United States. Before 
her dispatch froin berlin on 1 November 1957 to New York 

ὁ The CHEREPANOV papers are discussed at greater length in 
Part VI.D.7.c. τὰ Semen te 
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Bye Be oe ee Aas the 
FEY piiced tne woman urder entered 

the United Stares at New Yorn City on 27 Sovenzker 1957, 

and the F831 observed rer first meeting with TALROV on 8 Dec- 

ember 1957, in accoréance with the plan which POPOV had re- 

ported to CIA, The TAIROVY couple remained under FEL surveil- 

lance until their disappeerence on 12 March 1956. POrO 

subsequently expressed concern for his personel security, a3 

an aftermath cf learning that the TAIPOV couple told the GRU 

about having been under surverllance.’ 
manip teens τιν 

— From 12 Lecenoer 1957 to 19 January 1953 POPOV way ee oad 3 

on leave in the USSR. Upon his returr to Forlin/Karlshorst, ; 4 

he was removed fron the Tllecals-hand}ing unit and placed i ἃ 

in the unit dealing with Iliegai supeort agents. 

~ POPOV reports of March through Cctoker 1958 show that 3 

the KGS wes then conducting investigations of the Tllecais- ! 4 

handling unit and that two hsb counterintelligance officers Ι ἵ 

were taking the initiative in associating with hin. : 3 

In November 1958 POPOV was recalled to Moscow for the expressed 

purpose of discussing an rtllegal support eaent of ris, and he did : 

not return to Berlin/Karlshorst. brush contacts Detween POPCV ΐ : 

and Russell LANGELLE, a CIA officer statianed at the Moscow an- ae Δ - 

passy, tock place on 4 and 21 Junuary, 15 Marcn, 23 July, 18 Sep- i ‘ 

tember, and 10 October 1959. George AINTERS, also 2 Cin officer i Ἷ 

at the Bmbessy, mailed a letter to Porcv on 21 January 1959. ἢ : 

POPOV passed 8 message to LANGELLE on 18 Septemier 1959 report- : } 

ing that he had been arrested and douoled by the HGB in February : 

of that year.** At the final brush contact, on 16 Ochober 1959, Ἵ 

Soviet authorities detained, questioned, mete recruitment over a 

tures to,cund eventually (several hours afterward) released LANG- ' 3 

ELLE, He was then declared persona non grata by the Soviet a4 

Government.*** 
Ἶ 
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** There are strong indications that this message cevealing 

POPOV's arrest in February 1959 was prepared at the directicn 

7 fo of the KG8, The message opened with the following remarks: 

io. T©, .'"Goncerning my compromise, I was arrested in February. The 

i compromise started from the compromise of our Illegals (the 

_ husband and wife in the U.3.).... Then your first letter to 

\ 2": (me at my home in) KALININ was intercepted." (This is a 

reference to the letter mailed by WINTERS.) 
i 
᾿ 

; . ***The Soviet Government declared WINTERS persona non grata on 

᾿ 
ΐ 

᾿ 

ae τῷ 
a αὶ Γ 

26 Aucust 1960, and at that time the Soviet press linked him 

to LANGELLE-POPOV case. NOSENKO was asked on 1 Jul 1964 why 

WINTERS was not expelled from the USSR at the time, ANGELLE 

- was, in October 1959.. He answered: “First of all, ‘why should. ᾿ ΄. oS 

_we (the KGB) show how we found out (about POPOV)?. Then it ie i 

was thought that if WINTERS stays, maybe we can find more ᾿ ἜΝ 

POPOVs, if WINTERS sends some more letters." ᾿ air : 
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‘outlined the terms for his cooperation witch. 

‘never in my life. Tf aiso know about 

-to meet him ir. Moscow..." He went on to ex 

‘want to have happen to hiss 

-end of the- meeting NOSFIKC remerkea: 

But LANGELLE was not guilty. It was not LANGELLE w 

532. 

(iii) Cause and Date cf the Compromise 

Δ) Information from NOSEUKO. 

CIA ir Sune 192, NOSEIYG 

Cik and Said: “Never. 

in my life will I go in contact (eith CIA) in “Mossow "or the US52, 

+ LANGELEZ ana PCrOv; 1 ἘΠ 

this matter. hen it was abroad it was fire, Lut when you decided 

plein that he did rot 

what hed happened to POFOV. Near the 

“J can tell τον LANGELLE 

Early in the first meeting with 

blew FOPOV - not LANSELLE, hut because of whom and why we found 

him - for your future use, 50 chit you will knew how to operate. 

ho was guilty. 

ecmise. Next time.” 
i Another person was responsible for the compre 

He Lega. by praising LANG- 

ELLE, whom he described as a competent otficer employing sound 

operational techniques, and said: "“LANGELLE dic not blow the 

cperation. ALNTERS blew it." WINTERS, YCSESKO continued, hac 

been observed mailing a letter by oné or two members of a KSB 

surveillance team (no gate given). The KG3 intercepted tne 

letter, arrested POPOV, and controlled his future meetings with 

RNGELLE, about three in number.* 

During an examination and discussion of that portion of the 

CHEREPANOV papers bearing on the POPCY case, NOSENKO on 3 Febru- 

ary 1964 confirmed che authenticity of their contents and το- 

affirmed that surveillance of the tetter-mailing oy WINTERS had 

led to the identification, arrest, ard doubling of POPOV by the 

KGB. Althouch at this tine NOSENKO commented that the WINTERS 

letter to POPOV definirely cid not contain metka, he said 18 

June 1964 that the letter had Leen chemically treated, 1.€., with 

metka. ** 

NOSENKO was asked in July 1964 to descrite the format and 

contents of the official KGP erientation on the POPOV case, ne 

titled "Boomerang," which he Claimed to have read, Accordéiag 

to NOSENKO, this top secret document made no reference either 

to WINTERS or to the letter-mailing incident. He added that 

the document was not entirely factual and some of it contained 

sanitized information. 

ΚΣ ν 

Besides the suspicions attached to POPOV because of th 

: Ἴσον gethat POPOV was re-~ 
TALROV case, Seam reportcd aa : 

called to Moscow because of his correspondence witn his Piste 

rian girlfriend via a conspiratorial address in Berlin; Ga 

(0) Information from 

.* As previously indicated, four brush contacts were made sub- 

sequent to 21 January 1959. : 

_l** "Metka? the Russian word for “mark” or “sign” is used, to 

refer to 2 "thief powder:” it is said by NOSENKO to have 

been a KGB operational aid used in the detection of clan- 

destine mail. 
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TsO of the CHEREPANGY co. Va & 3 23 ct 0" Gated Cetober 1669, discuss 
ahe ectavities of LANGELLE end WINTERS ans known to the KGB. In 
perticuler, iney state thee survei! 2 Of ATLINNS marbling tne 
Jetter “in Senuary 1959" was che κε’ Pause OF POLOY's -onprotise, 

(a) 

43 ie 

iS hy 1969, th: ᾿ 
thé K égent reported there w Soviec 
military intelligence system (GRU) invelvins infermation 
ef ἃ military, intelligences, ani nature, GOLITSYN 
believed the orienticson indica ayentic report 
was received by the KiS in abeur if ne crientation 
aiso said: The KOU thereupon regan an investigation: learn- 
ing that LANGELLE was posted-to Muscow for the purpose of 
hendling a special agent, the ES: imnediately pauced him 
under surveillance; τι the course of this surveillance δ a 

the KC! observed a brush contere hetween LAIGELLE and 

***%Georce BLAKE, the British Inteliacence officer arrested in 
April 1961 on charges of espionace for the Seviets, has 
aanittsd passing to the KGB ih May and June! 1957 information 
from and related to POPOV: the details which he hes acknow- ledged giving the ΚΟΒ, however, were net sufficient fer the KGB to have identificd FOPOV as the source. nor to have’ 
placed the agent in the tliegals-handling unit in Berlin/ 
Karishorst. - , ᾿ 

*****LANGELLE arrived in Moscow in January 1958. 
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POPOV; after the second such contact, POPOV was 

_arrested.* 

- GOLITSY! named a KGS officer who had peen 
stationed in Vienna where he was working on Yugoslav 
targets: this officer wa3°aware of POPOV's association 
with the Austrian woman (see above), suspected POPCV, 
and although he reported his suspicions, nothing was done 
about them. All of this occurred while POPOV was serving 
in Austria (until September 13955). Some time in 1957 or 
1958, GOLITSY, continued, the KG3 was told by a source that 
POPOV was an agent. The KGB then assigned this KGB officer 
to Germany because he. knew POPOV and was familiar with 
the background.”* 

woke Ralitawt fe iehaltodues οὐρα 

- General I.A. SEROV was Chairman of te KGB when 
the first information about FOPOV's agent status was 

. received. *** 

we basen tld ia ou 
In summary, what GOLITSYN has said about the compromise indicates 
that a KG3 agent provided the lead to POPOV and that this lead 
was received in 1957 cr 1958. 

Peseta ote 

* As stated above, POPOV's message of 18 September 1959 said 
he had been arrested in the previous February: if this 
portion cf the message is correct, the orientation there- 
fore indicates that the KGB observed tne first LANGELLE-~ 
POPOV brush contact, on 4 January 1959, and POPOV was 
arrested some time after the second brush contact; on 
21 January 1959. 

#* Rlthough COLITSYN gave this officer's name as KOTOV, 
GOLITSYN's other facts about him make it clear that he 

. was referring to KGB Colonel M.V. ZHUKOV. Stationed in : 
Vienne during the 1953-55 period and, like POPOV, working 
against Yugoslav targets, ZHUKOV was personally known to 
POPGV. On 23 November 1957 POPOV said: “Can you imagine 
whom I ran into in Karlshorst two or three times? It was 
my competitor on Yugoslav operations when I was in Vienna. 
Do you remember ZHUKOV of the KGB?... He may be assigned 
here or /may be/ on TDY, but he has just come recently." 
{A year later POPOV reported that ZHUKOV was still in 
Berlin/Karlshorst working, he believed, in Anglo-American 
operations.) It would thus appear that: the KGB sent. 
ZHUKOV to Berlin not long before 23 November 1957 and in 
connection with the investigation of ESEOVs. 

***SEROV was KGB Chairman until the latter part. of 1958. - 
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_ In January 1964 NOSENKO gave a detailed account of the compro” 

mise of GRU Colunel O.V. PENKOVSKIY, the CIA and British Inteili- 

gence (Al-6) penetration agent whcse arrest by the KGB was. ; 

announced on 2 November 1962. In «subsequent debriefings and: in- 

terrogations NOSENKO has offered further information on certain 

aspects of the PENKOVSKILY compromise, continuing to maintain that 

᾿ it was brought about by KGB surveillance in Moscow ¢uring 1962. 

Also according to NOSENKO, it was not until the latter stages of 

the operation that the KGB realized American Intelligence was - 

involved with MI-6 in this operation. 

The reports by NOSENKO and other sources on the PENKOVSKIY 

compromise are presented below, but to place then in context, 

they are preceeded by a brief summary of the .PENKOVSKIY operation 

from the CIA and MI-6 standpoint. 

(ii) Resume of the PENKOVSKLY Operation 

In August 1966 PENKOVSKIY gave two American tourists a pack- 

age of materials to deliver to the U.S. Embassy in Moscow. These 

materials included a description of a propos:d dead drop site at 

Number 2 Pushkin Street, which PENKCVS¥LY had selected for a pos~ 

sible communication channel; in the letter PENKOVSKIY enclosed in 

the package, he also gave his home teiephone number and instructions 

for a call to be placed to him at a certain time to indicate that 

the package had been received and that the Americans were interested 

in further contact with him. Efforts to make this telepnone con- 

tact with PENKOVSKIY failed, as did several additional efforts on 

“his part to establish contact with the U.S. Embassy. The Pushkin 
Naas i 

Street a utside on two occasions there-~ 

after by 
who walked past the_building cn 12 November and December 

On 21 January 1961[ ͵)͵ῸΌ ἸἹνεαπὶ inside the building and checked 

the precise location of the dead drop site, behind the radiator 

in the vestibule of this building. (On 30 December 1961, John 

ABIDIAN, U.S. Embassy Security Officer and coopted CIA worker, 

also went inside the building to checx for possible ioading cf the 

dead drop by PENKOVSKIY.) In April 1901, PENKOVSKIY succeeded in 

making contact in Moscow with the British businessman, Greville 

WYNNE, with whom he was already acquainted from previous trips to 

‘Moscow by WYNNE. Through WYNNE, PENKOVSKIY passed to MI-6 docu- 

ments and notice of his forthcoming trip to London in April. MI-6 

promptly netified CIA, and the two services jointly conducted the 

operation until it was terminated by the KGB on 2 November 1962. 

Throughout this period PENKOVSKIY served in a GRU element 

under cover of the State Committee for Science and Technology 

_ (GKKNR) in Moscow, and it was under GKKNR cover that PENKOVSKIY. 

travelled abroad three times, to England in April-May and July~ 

August 1961 and to France in September-October 1961. In addition. 

to PENKOVSKIY's personal meetings with American and British case* 

officers while on these TDY's, there were 27 exchanges of ὧν 

materials in Moscow. The CIA and MI~-6 intermediaries used for 

these exchanges were WYNNE, on his business trips to the. USSR; Mrs. 

Anne CHISHOLM, wife of an MI-6 officer stationed at the British — 

Embassy;*[_ Ἐὁὦ]ὃΣ:Νσ 1 : 

¥ “The KGB penétration agent in MI-6, George BLAKE, had iden- 

tified CHISHOLM as a fellow officer prior to the time this 

couple was posted. to Moscow. He had also identified[ sd 

to the KGB as a CIA officer prior A fact in 
Moscow. - : : 

. i 
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i 1965 for the first time that he pe 

ὁδόν 

PENKOVSKIY Ὠιτβοῖξ reported havirg obstrcved surveiliance 

coverage at two Street meetings with Hrs. CHISHOLM in January 

1962,* and both PENZOVSELY and WINNT noted surve:llance cf 

their meeting in early July 1962. The .peration came to an 

end when 
8: 

WYNNE was zrrested in Hungary and Richard JACOB, of 

the CI Station, respending to an cmerygency signal to service 

the Pushxin Street dead drcep, was apprehended at tre scene on 

2 November 1962. In May 1963 3 pubiie tricl was neid in Moscow, 

followed by am announcement of ERIKUOVSKIY's execurion and - 

WYKNE's imprisonment. WYNNE was reierzed on 22 April 1964, in 

excnange for a KGB Illegal jailed i: Eagiand, and he was sub- 

sequently debriefed by CLA and British authorities on his ex- 

periences at the hands of the KGB. 

(iii) Statements by NOSENKO 

(a) Ste 

At tne 1962 meetings with CIA in Goneva, 

before the PENKCVSEILY operation was 

reference to PENRKOVSEIY and the Fush 

bout four mueaths 

if0 made no 

ιὰ drop. (In 

a he πα known 

19€4 he said that before his fiurst mee 

tapes ths ay Security Officer, 
of the visit to the dead crop Ly the : 

John V. ABIDIAN, but that as of June 19462 there was mo reason ror 5 

him te recall or report this incident.) In June lduz, however, 

NOSENKO did raise a matter whieh appears to he direetly related 

to PENKOVSKIY. This item concerned U.S. Marine Cor’ 5 Colonel 

Leo J. DULACKI, the Assistant Naval Attache. ** “ΟΣ G80 volun- 

teered that DULACKT was an active intelligence officer believed 

by the KGB to belong to CIA. The ΚΟΣ "overneare” (from a micro~ 

phone in DULACKI's office) that the Assistant Naval Attache was 

to meet an Indonesian in a restaurant, and the KGL therefore 

placed a concealed microphone at their restaurant table. From 

the monitored conversation the KGB learned εἰ SULACKI was 

attempting to recruit the Indonesian GR ® and was 

¥-Kiter the secone such observation, on 19 January 1962, the 

last of their street meetings, PENKOVSKTY broke cantact with 

Mrs, CHISHOLM until 26 Mach 192, 

ΔΚ DULACKI, who has had no affiliation with Cia, served in Moscow 

from August 1958 untii April 1961. NOSESKO saia on 29 January 

rsonally supervised American 

_Embassy Section operations against ail U.S. “Military Attaches, 

“which would have included DULACKIT, from approximately January 

1960 until May or June 1960. On 20 October 1966, NOSENKO indi~ 

cated, also for the first time, that from about 

about April 1960 he personally 1:85 the case officer for Naval 

Attache personnel at the U.S. Embassy in addition to his general 

supervisory responsibilities. (See Part V.E.3.e.) According 

to NOSENKO, DULACKI was neither recruited nor approached for ᾿ 

recruitment by the KGB; he could not remember the names of the 

KGB agents who might have been targetted against: .DULACKI, and the 

only item of interest obtained about DULACKI by the KGB from an 

source was that concerning this meeting with the 

February 1960 until 
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seeking information. from him on Soviet shi 5 to Indonesia. 

HOSENKC spelled che Indonesian's name & Ἶ * At ἃ later 

meeting in 1962 NOSENKG acdcd that the Κὸ nid recruited Κ 

in 1961, Lut he did not indicate whether this 5 occurred 

. before or after the restaurant meeting with DCULACKI.L 

Speaking of CYLACKi's restaurant meeting, NOSENKO ‘told CIA 

4 that DULACKI was working agajinst the sndonestan raat 

and he made no reference to the eg 

; Sar en ae or to the name GRSSR. Asked why he haa give a 

‘pe he different name for tne Indonesian in 1962, NOSEIKO replied: “Mayre j ΣΝ 

there were two different ones.” 
ΤΣ 

aes 

NCSENKO was questioned further about LYLATKT and the Indcon- 

esien during the Uctober 19€6 interrogations: 
: 

ὃ 4 
Η os 

Question: who was DULACKI's agent? i 3 

4 
A “ 

! a 

NOSENKO; aS I was telling you, the 3 

restaurant with Gary ἐς ' Ἢ 

ef the Indcnesian bass: inis oniy 4 

In 1951 this was. I don't remember when. It was 

when I was supervising work egainst code clerks. when i 

I began to work, after a month or 20, I took the files Ἢ 

on πᾶνε attaches and then, after two mentas, I gave i 

them to BELOGLAZOV. I immediately went on leave after i ot 3 

two weexs, for a month. I took the Files either he- ? ! 

fore or after leave. 
ἱ 4 

Question: #hy only the Navy? 

NOSENKOs: It was decaded by KOVSHUK. Take only the Navy while ‘ : 

you're getting acquainted with the Section. At the [ 

Same time, the case officer DRANOV was retiring. He = i 

handled only the Naval cfficers. Σ didn't take the 

Army or Air Force. This incident tovk place later 

with 

Question: Can you give a more definite time? 

st in ng vs cob octets” ὦ . 
NOSENKO: He was sitting with CEE at a table. Their conver- 

cation was controlled by N-extra fa niniaturized 

transistor temporary microphone/. 

Question: How did you hear about this? 

NOSENKO: I was Deputy Chief of the section. I don't remember 

who reported it. I saw the svodka (report) myself. 

. ΄ 

ae ay Σ in Moscow from - ἢ 

to τὸ ΠΡΟ SR ees ng cebriefed on 22 Jan- 

uary 1965 about his post-errest interrogation by the KGB, 

WYniE reported that the ΚΟΒ played back a portion of a Lape 

recording of his conversation with PENKOVSKIY at the Sudapest A 

Restaurant in Moscow on 27 Hay 1961. This portion, WYNNE : BO oy ee 

᾿ς : gaid, dealt with PENKOVSKIY's renarks to WYNNE- about. a girl- 7 τ ΩΝ 

ye iy UP frien with whom he had become acquainted Guring the A 1. a nr au 

»» The € ¥ 

May 19 ‘Oy to London: PENKOVSKIY called the woman ms 

(or ‘g . The KGB interrogators indicated to WYNNE that 

they thought ‘Gijgpwas a cryptonym, and they demanded that ᾿ 

WYNNE explain its significance, but WYNNE was unable to do 

SO. : ian! % 
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Question: Any other details? 

NOSENKO: What I remembered 1 reported before. 

Question: ho gave you the name SEB 

NOSENKO : DULACKI was also acquainted τε ξοθν hut there was no 

recorded conversation like @ZgFa He knew EB also. 
an Indonesian. ba 

Question: How did you hear aient this? 

NOSENKO: Working in the First (U.S. Embassy) Section I heard 
' maybe frem BELOGLAZOV. 1 don't rememzer who. I also 

heard this opinior, that maybe he was a contact or an 
agent. But no proof. 

Question: What was his positicn? 

RNOSEXKO: A military officer, that is, intelligence. I don't 
remember anything e!se. ‘ 

(b) Reports cn ie Cbitoe mise 

When asked in January i964 whether he knew how PENKOVSKIY 
was compromised, NOSENKO answered ¢hat he had “all the details" 
and then gave the following account: 

Ever since the POPOV case (see Part VI.D.7.a.) there 
had been intensive surveillance of personnel from the U.S. 
and British Embassies in Moscow, As a result of this sur- 
veillance, Mrs. ISHOLM was seen ducking into an alcove, 
evidently following a Soviet citizen whom the surveillance 
team was unable to identify. Surveillance coverage of 
Mrs. CHISHOLM - and, indeed, on all British Embassy per-~ 
sonnel - was immediately increased, and she was soon 
observed following the same Soviet citizen on the street 
in a clandestine manner. The Soviet citizen was identi- 
fied as PENKOVSKIY. 

The KGB immediately launched a full investigation 
of PENKOVSKIY, including a complete check of his back- 
ground. To avoid alerting him, knowledge of the investi- 
gation was kept to ἃ minimum, and surveillance of him was 

oe restricted to stationary points in the neighborhood of 
his residence and office. As one part of the investiga- 
tion, a man who closely resembled PENKOVSKIY and dressed 
like him was made to walk in front of Mrs. CHISHOLM when 
she was on a Moscow street; when she began to follow 
this man, the KGB thus obtained confirmation of its 
identification of PENKOVSK1Y. Another part of the in- 
vestigation entailed a search of the PENKOVSKILY apartment; 
to sccomplish this, he was given a drug which made him 
so ill that hospitelization was necessary, and. Mrs. “ 
PENKOVSKIY was lured fron. the apartment on a ruse; nothing 
Was found during this search, The KGB next aimed a power- 

ful telescope at the window in PENKOVSKIY's apartment and 
obtained an apartment directly above his; fromthe over- 
hanging balcony of the apartment occupied by the KGB some 
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flower pots were suspended, one of them able to take 

pictures through the window of the épartnent below; in 

this manner the ΚΟ photographed PENKOVSKIY removing: 

"suspicious materials" from the back part of his desk; 

in the search of the apartment which followed, these 

materials were found in the desk, kut the KGB left them 

there. 

By the time WINNE vi3ited Moscow in July 1962, both 

he and PENKOVSKLY were under surveillarce, and their sus- 

picious behavior in front of the Fexing Restaurant on 

5 July gave the KGE another conclusive indicator of PENKOV- 

SKIY's activities. Also, tne XG2 was eble to monitor 

conversations between PENKOVSKILY and WYNNE in the latter's 

hotel room, despite the fact that PENKOVSKIY turned on 

water faucets while they were talking. 

PENKOVSKIY was errested only when the KGB knew that 

WYNNE was scheduled to go to a Satellite country. PENKOV~ 

SKLY gave a complete confession, and it was only at this 

point that the KGE realized American Intelligence was in- 

volved in the operation. After PENKOVSKIY revealed details 

about the Pusnkin Street dead Grop, the ΚΟΒ correlated this 

information with that contained in the surveillance report 

of ABIDIA's presence at the spot.* Nevertheless, in 

arranging a trap at Pushkin Street on 2 November 1962,the 

' KGB expected the dead crop to pe serviced by someone from 

es ee, aon ----- -᾿ 
was apprehended there. 

The KGB felt that it had obtained all pertinent in~ 

formation from PENKOVSKIY and that he was “beyond redemp~ 

tion" even for future interrogetion. PENKOVSKIY was 

executed. 

In subsequent questioning soon after his defection, NOSENKO 

repeatedly claimed that the KGB had no prior knowledge of 4merican 

Intelligence participation in the PENKOVSKIY operation until 

JACOB's arrest on 2 November 1962 at the Pushkin Street dead drop. 

NOSENKO was asked in July 1964 for details on the KGB 

official report (ebzor) about the PENKOVSKIY case. He said that 

he he@ never read the report because, although printed, it had 

not been circulated as of the time of his departure for Geneva 

in January 1964. By O.M. GRIBANOV (Chief of the KGB Second Chief 

Directorate) and “various other case officers,” however, NOSENKO 

was told of certain of the items which would appear in the KGB 

‘official report and most of which he had already reported. The 

fact that the KGB surveillance team had failed to identify 

εὐν PENKOVSKIY at his first observed meeting with Mrs, CHISHOLM, 

.NOSENKO added at this time, would not be included in the report. 

According to GRIBANOV, whereas the report would state the ΚΟΒ 

knew PENKOVSKIY was working for both the British and American 

services, in reality the KGB didnot know of the Americans' 

involvement until PENKOVSKIY was arrested. With regard to this 

latter point, NOSENKO said that the: KGB investigation of PENKOV~ 

SKIY was handled by officers fromthe British Department: rather 

than the American Department of the XGB Second Chief Directorate, 

. γ ᾿ : 

® See Part V.E.3.d. for details of ABIDIAN's visit to the Push- 

kin Street dead drop on 30 December 1961. ; Η 
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except for V.M. XOVSHUK of the latter department: =F 
NOSENKO stated, the KGB interrogators attempted to force JACOB 
to admit he was a British citizen.* | a8 

Of the PENKOVSK1Y compromise and the KG3 investigation which 
ensued : ᾿ 3 ον 

[1 

** This Directorate is responsible for counterintelligence and 

_ pictures. Above his flat there was a balcony with 

“-VACOB has not indicated that such an attempt was made. 

Security in the Soviet Armed Forces. 

540. 
tthermore, .. 

In Februery 1965 NOSENKO provided his most.complete zccounr ᾿ ἐ Ἷ 

“The first that PENKOVSKIY appeared in life of the 
KGB was during one of WYNNE's visits to Moscow. The KGB 
Knew cf PENKOVSKIY's acquaintance with AYNNE and that he 
was even visiting him in the hotel where WYNNE was staying. 
The KGS checked with the GRU, and the GRU answered that 
PENKOVSKIY was working on WYNNE as a target. PENKOVSKIY 
was working in the GKFKNR as a cover, and WYNNE was one of 
his acquaintances. Later, there was massive surveillance 
of the employees of the British Embassy - I don't know 
exactly with whom - but PENKOVSKIY was noticed being in 
contact with someone from the British Embassy. but sur- 
veillance lost him... Later he was neouiced with the wife 
of British Embassy officer CHISHCLM. At this point, the 
KGB didn't tell the GRU anything, because the GRU had no Ϊ 
right to have any contact with any foreign embassy people ᾿ 
without telling the ΚΟΒ - except at official receptions 

if 

{ 

} 

vated iedabh ab κ εἰς draigiten - 

and functions, and éven here they have to tell the KGB 
so that surveillance will know. And when surveillance 
noticed PENKOVSKIY with Mrs. CHISHOLM, they immediately i 
recognized him as the guy they had lost. , : 

a Fed etd ry eee 

ΒΘΕΡΕΥΣ 

“This was the beginning of the very active work on 
PENKOVSKIY - without telling the GRU, They (the British 
Department, KGB Second Chief Directcrate) were checking 
his work at the GKKNR, They managed with the help of 
the KGB Third Directoraz«**to leok at his file. And 
they tried to control him et home. They were afraid to 
put him under regular surveillance because he would 
immediately find out - he was a capable officer - but. 
they put surveillance on him from time to time. However, ἢ 
they set up a closed (fixed surveillance) post in ἃ , 
building opposite his apartment, about 200 meters away. 
They got a flat there, set up a post, and watched his ye : 
window with a telescope. They also used the flat directly ᾿ πεν πὲ 
above PENKOVSKIY's flat. Here they even put microphones one ᾿ 
to hear his conversations with his wife and tapped the 
telephone of course, Then they noticed that he was hiding 
something in his desk, taking the drawer out and putting 
something behind. And when-he was taking off his shirt 
he was putting notes (inside). They noticed him taking 

flower boxes. They put a camera in the flowers somehow 
which could be lowered so that it could take pictures 
through PENKOVSKIY's window by command (remote control) 
from the closed post. This was to get evidence, to 
see the documents he was working with. 

“There was another meetifig:-with WYNNE, PENKOVSKIY 
met WYNNE in WYNNE's hotel, They spoke in the bathroom 

1 
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with the water running. But the KGB manaced to intercept 
the conversation - not everything, but several words indi- 
cating there was something incriminating. PEUKOVSKIY 
called WYNNE and they agreed to meet at the Peking Restau- 
rant, but PENKOVSKIY was checking (for Survelliance) and 
did not go with WYNNE into the restaurant as they. had 
agreed, but welked akout the city with hin. Surveillance 
tried to monitor their conversation from ἃ distance of 200 
meters with a special microphone like a long pipe. one meter long, or maybe a little less. 

“They decided to enter PENKOVSKIY's apartment and see 
what was hidden in his desk. In the GRU they controlled 
what documents PENKOVSKIY was taking... 

"They used a drug to put him in the hospital, a pre. 
paration which they put on his chair. He inhaled it Into 
his body and got sick. His skin became reddened and he 
felt pain and had to go tc a doctor, a military doctor who 
put him immediately in the hospital. He wert to a military hospital - they were ready for him there -- and was hospital- ized... They considered his wife. then his Wife s mother, 
or his mother, or maid - i Zon't know - and the elder girl in school. On the second day of his illness a KGB officer disguised as a soldier came to PENKOVSKIY's flat and cold 
his wife that the coctors wanted her to be checked because it was possible PENKOVSKIY had a contagious disease. not serious. She went to the hospital, and the flat was en- 
tered. Keys had been mace before. They took pictures of everything. They found many things, code pads and so on, which showed that he was really working. After thac they Gecided to arrange his arrest. 

“PENKOVSKIY was supposed to go abroad, and the KGB 
did everything to prevent it, but in such a way that he ‘wouldn't understand. They even cancelled a whole delega- tion.” This was while they were still trying to get proof. 

"Then WYNNE came to Hungery. They arrested PENKOVSKIY and I think one or two days later they took WYNNE. 

"The manner of arresting PENKOVSKIY was such that even GRU wouldn't know about it. (D. M.) GVISHIANI (head of tne GKKNR) took part. He told PENKOVSKIY to come with him to the Central Committee, and when they were down in his car he said: "Wait here a minute wnile I get a docu- ment I forgot." There was an entrance on Gorky Street, but the car was in the courtyard behind. .The KGB was 
waiting here. PENKOVSKIY got in the car, and that was it - he couldn't call out, no one saw it. 

“Two days later I know that (General S.G.) BANNIKOV ' (Deputy Chief of the KGB Second Chief Directorate) flew to Hungary and took WYNNE. I don't know the details of _.WYNNE's arrest, but I know that BANNIKOV returned with 
WYNNE. 2 

* PENKOVSKIY was scheduled to travel to the United States in April 1962, but this visit was postponed because, allecedly, the Soviet learned the Americans' plans. to conduct provocations &Sgainst the delegation PENKOVSKIY was to accompany. 
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542. 

“I know that during the search PENKGVSKIY's daughter - 
came homé from school early. I know thet one of PENKOV- 
SKIY's female relatives or one of his wife's female rela- 
tives was a former KGB agent, and she intercepted the — 
girl... ; 

“Mrs. CHISHOLM was walking on the street and they. 
dressed ὃ man just like PENKOVSKIY - he entered a telephone 
booth or an apartment house entrance or something. She saw ν᾿ 
him. It was necessary that they see each other at a dis- 
tance kefore making contact. I don't remember exactly, 
but there was a little pack or square, and there was some- 
thing connected with CHISHOLM's child, something connected 
with candy. 

“And about the Pushkin Street you know - that was for - ἑ " 
ῬΕΝΚΟΥΝΘΚΙΥ, ‘ 

τὰ UM φὰς "The investigation was a big secret. I found out only 
when he was arrested, It was in 1962. Maybe ἃ month or 
half a month before the arrest I micht have heard that 
there was something hot in the Second (British) Department... 
The Second Depactment officers were running around. (G.V.) 
EONDAREV (of the British Department) was running to GRIBANOV 
and didn't have to wait. Something was up, but wnat? May- : : 
be (A.V.) SUNTSOV (of the British Department) told me: ‘Soon : ᾿ 
we will nave an outstanding success.' I think that he said oe 
that to KOVSHUK and me, because it was obvious that some- 
thing was going on. In GRIBANOV's outer office it was 
‘noticeable that BONDAREV was running to GRIBANOV every 

: ᾿ς daye.e..e GRIBANOV then dismissed others, even turning away 
2 his deputies. BONDAREV was always there. So I knew some- 

thing big was going on, but I didn't know what - maybe it 
was @ recruitment. 

i “Of course, I could have heard something from surveil- 
; lance. I was going to the dining ‘room with Venyamin KOZLOV 
ὶ (Chief of the American Department, KGB Surveillance Direc- 

torate}. I was close to him in 1960-1961. I went with him ~ ' 
in the general's dining room occasionally... KOZLOV would ἱ 
say: ‘Something is going on in the Second (British: Depart-~ : 
ment, KGB Surveillance Directorate).' Because he knew i 
the chief of surveillance for the Second Department... : 

“I don't remember where I was when the arrest was 
ἮΝ announced... The officers in the First Department didn't 

know what was going on. BONDAREV asked JACOB to confirm 
that he was an Englishman. They were expecting an English- 

+ maim edgmmenernnate ete τον ον τ 

ΜΠ τανε is 7 wee mam, not an American. The First Department was stunned re ae 
when they found out that an American had come to Pushkin 
Street... 

"The first time the KGB saw PENKOVSKIY and WYNNE © 
together they asked the GRU apout it, I think even (GRU | 
Chief I.A.) SEROV himself, wnether PENKOVSKIY was working 

~ cso with WYNNE. And PENKOVSKIY had-written-up something-about - 
his contact with WYNNE. The GRU replied that the contact 
was official... WYNNE was coming as ἃ businessman. The 

| GRU doesn't have a counterintelligence mission against . 
oe oa ae businessmen, The Second Chief Directorate does, and they . | 
pee ve ee a - Moticed. Maybe PENKOVSKIY went to WYNNE's hotel room, ΚΣ 
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officers. GRIBANOV gave lectures, and BANNIKOV too. .-GRIB- . 

ὡς COny. There was something in the case study that SUNTSOV' 

something} gecaas 

heard these things from. SUNTSOV and from different: 

ASCV in Caucasus (1 heard it myself). CRIBANOV spoke for. Ὁ 
three and a nalf or four hours without stop. During the τ... 
first half hour CRIRANOV spoke about the work of American 20) 
Intelligence. Then he told them about the PENKOVSKIY case, - 
telxing from notes. - When I left in January 1964 I heard. τ: ὅς 
that the case study on PENKOVSHIY was finished but not χες" 
printed. BAINIKOV also gave a lecture, for the officers © 
of the Second Chief Directorate, which I.did not attend...” . 

"I even visited the trial, not the first day znd not 
the last day. I went with some of the officers...- #e-. 
got tickets from the Second Department. I went with one. of 
the officers from the’ Journalists Sect:on and stayed there. 
for about an hour. Sone of the officers from the Seventh τ 
Department also went during the trial, I sat in the third * 
row from the end. It‘s a small hall; there were about ; 
twelve rows in front of me. While I was there they were 
putting questions to PENKOVSKIY end WYNNE and they were 
answering this and this. It wasn't interesting. .For me 
it was interesting tc look at PEMKOVSKIY. In GRIB2NOV's 
and BANNIKOV's lectures there was a big stress on PENKOV- at. 
SKIY the man, that in Turkey he was acting badly, and that ~ 9. ~* - oe ει 
there was a bad khnarakteristika (fitness report) in his (moe 
file... In the trial they never said that he was a cclonel 
or that he was in the GRU, In the case study there was 
more. They said many things - that he didn't give money 
to his wife, only five rubles a day. 

erabnadacteesninaia’ ἃς κὸν ἀκ δε ᾧ 

"I don't know the exact date that the surveillance 
Saw PENKOVSKIY and lost him. Maybe already in 1961. 1 
remember that while 1 was working in the First (American) 
Department in 1960-61, maybe in 196!, there as. a period 
when - maybe once or twice - they took surveillance teams 
away from us, despite the need for several brigades for 
ABIDIAN, and gave them for a time to the Second Depart-- 
ment. ee ᾿ 

"I learned these details after the arrest, I heard 
it from officers in the Second Department. SUNTSOV told. 
me, (S.K.) ROSHCHIN could have told me. GRIBANOV didn't 
mention surveillance losing PENKOVSKLY in his lecture...: 
i think the massive .surveillance on the British Embassy 
was November-December 1961, but I don't know exactly. 
PENKOVSKIY was in contact with someone else before this. 
woman, Mrs. CHISFOLM. The KGS knew who it was. It was’ 
8 British employee, but I don‘t know who... This might . 
have been in GRIBANOV's lecture. But GRIBANCV didn't | 
Speak about surveillance losing him, or give the technical 
details of the closed post or the details apout the. bal- | 

wanted to chance, but I don't: know what ~ the case study. 
hadn't yet appeared in January 1964, I didn't read it . 
and don't know what it was. If it had appeared I could . 
have found out. SUNTSOV would have said: ‘Here we changed . 
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BEB τὲ KGB had been avare of PENKOVERTY *S"SUSESPatI CN With the - ier 

Americans, and in particular with JACOEL, for alLout two and a half i 

ronths prior to the arrests.* This awareness resulted from a series 

of talks Letween members of the KGB and PENKCVSi 1Y. 

: : yt! set of the KGB Sur- 

veillance Directcrate was agains Embassy targets dur- 

ing the sdveral month: prioz to the arre that this coverage - : 

resulted in the detection of an American 2 Pushkin Street i 

apartment building. @he Rou sstablished ur surveillance on 

this address. Eventually, rhuxcvEKIY was entering the ee 

apartment and was ἐπὶ yosurks. j : Ξ , ang cebriefed τ 

“ eoneerning his coliat pi Amer and &ricisn Intelligence. Ϊ 

later sens ; ΩΝ 
- τὶ > 

* t 

Rec siere Bee cz When ; 

mMasSive SULVElise nce ΟΣ Ὁ merican 

visiting this eddress ona fcliowsd 

inside vy surveiliants, bs : followed 

closely and the surve:dian τ τῷ Kaeeling down, ἰ 

apparently tying 2.5. Sieve. τῷ σον thas, aithcough r 

this was not sual, fe arose gussicion in 

view of the Ξ is visiting τὶ 

same address on S8eacs Therefor 

KGB established 24-nour it bY? care 

equipment. PENKCVLRLY was dean wis © : Ν 

eerved Ἰοσδληθ a dead drop behind (radiator); : 

the KGS tagged the drop material with a rcadicscti.e substance; : ᾿ 

YOVSYLY was cbhserved unloading the crop ar ii to his ' ‘4 

where he secreted tno material in a concealm nt area ia his de 3 

utilizing a radivactivity detector, the -GG iocated the concealment ὯΝ 4 

area in the desk; the KGB also centinued in surveillance of the ae 4 

Gead Grop site, observed PENKOVSATY icad the cvad ivop, anc seizec 

an American who cawe to unload it. FENKOVSYTY wis then confronted | 

with photographic evicecce of the loadings and u.loidings and could i 

offer no defense. 
| 

a ; 
ieee | 

‘In his official report of his check of the Pusnkin Street dead 

drop, ABIDIAN noted that while he was in the vestibule a woman 
“Ὡ ἀν 

entered, and he kneit down and pretended to tie his shoelaces 

until she proceeded past him and cn un the stairs. τὸ 

RR 
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- cerning FINKOVSELY 
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"€rsencs” ΟΣ δε ΕΟ ΥΣΒ ic unétr sur- 

veillance for ποῦν a yes ., abou 

Qeteber or November Gali. Licd that 

im about Noverber Pol SVIikIN Ὦ 20 herzeif and 

eas SN τ oc after 
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ποιαᾷ SVIRIN was one e cf several offic ae who re- 

wards for their pert in uncovering PENKOVSALY. 
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A document provided by ἃ 

tte official KGS renort Tr. ats 11 

According to this document, ξυχνοῖς 

30 Lecenzrer 1961 reveel+ ad ner suspi >! 

mate. this person was rot identiti cs 

was observed at what aprearsad to re ΤΙΣ 

‘on 5 and 12 January, bet ne contact 13 

1252 surveillance of Mrs. CHIZINULM detected ἃ centatt butween 

her anda Soviet nen, ὑπὸ was then identifies as PENKOVSKTY. * 

(x) Information from ΩΝ 

WYINE's statements to CIA end Mi-6 in ea 

lating to the compromise and investigation of 

largely based upon events during his (YNNE's) 

by the KGB. In trying to obtain a confession, "Yi 

“GB insisted that it knew everything about the operation and 

* PENKOVSKIY reported on 23 March 1962 that he hed observed 

surveillance on Mrs. CHISHOLM, but not,on hiwself. on 

5 and 19 January. He had not: observed surveillance on 

the 12.-January meeting. ἈΞ a result, PESHOVSKIY broke 

off street contacts with Mrs, CHISHOLM, 
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that he himself resisted confessing, whereupon the KGB produced 

evidence consisting of tape recordings of conversations, phStos 
graphs, and WYNNE's own business diaries. 

The KGB played for WYNNE two tape recordings of conversa- 

tions he nad had with PENKOVSKIY, and WYNNE (who was convinced 

that the recordings were genuine) pinpointed the dates when the 

ἘΞ conversations were neid: 27 May 1961 and 2 July 1962. The 27 May 

1961 conversation was the one in which PENKOVSKIY mentioned his 

girlfriend "ZEP"; it further consisted of an exchange of cryptic 

remarks as PENKOVSKIY indicated to WYNNE that he had material 

he wanted to pass to him. WYNNE told him not to discuss it then 

and there but to wait till they were out of the restaurant. 

fe ene ert το τ 7 

va ᾿ 

wae sam hen pe cewyen Heep et be ἀσπσα 

The photographs were of WYNNE alone, of WYNNE with PENKOV- 

SKIY, of WYNNE with unknown Soviets, of PENKOVSKIY with Mrs. i : 

CHISHOLM in a park,* and of JACOB at the Pushxin Street dead Ξ 

drop. Concerning the photographs of himself, WYNNE was able to ᾿ “4 

give the dates when they were taken, and the earliest of these 7 τ ἡ 

dates was 27 May 1961--the same day ‘is restaurant conversation 

with PENKOVSKIY was recorded. ‘This photograph showed WYNNE 

approaching the CHISHOLM residence in Moscow. Another photograph, ' 

taken during his August 1961 visit to Moscow, Cemonstrated that 

the KGB observed an exchange of materials between PENKOVSYIY : ; 

and WYNNE. At the time the photograph was taken, PENKOVSKIY : 

had brought a satchel to WYNNE containing materials for British 4 

Intelligence. (The satchel appeared in the phetograph.) WYNNE ᾿ Ἷ 

took the satchel from PENKOVSHIY, left PENKOVSKIY waiting while 

he-went upstairs and emptied it, came back downstairs with the 

᾿ empty satchel, and returned it to PENKOVSKIY. 

eye 

μὰ 

3 “¥-"PENFOUSKIY and Mrs. CHISHOLM met twice in ἃ park, in July 

io and December 1961; WYNNE believed that the photograph he 

saw showed trees in full foliage. 
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c. Compromise of CHERE!] REPANOV . 

(1) Introduction 

NOSENKO brought to his first meeting with CIA in January 
1964 an official ΚΑῚ "temporary duty authorization" showing 
that he had been permitted to participate in the USSR-wide 
search for A.N. CHEREPANOV the month before.* At this 
meeting and subsequently NOSENKO gave details on CHEREPANOV's 
background, his transmittal of KGB papers tv an American in 
Moscow, his. compromise, his efforts to escape to the West, 
and his eventual fate. Essentially, according to NOSENKG, 

CHEHREPANOV was 2 dissatisfied fermer ΚΟ «fficer who provided 
American authorities vith genuine KGB decuments and whose 

treason was discovered as a result of the U.S. Fubassy handing 
over the docunents to the Soviet Hinistry of Forcign Affairs. 

Otner Soviet sources a shiners é Gees sep 

eS nave verified the eu hentacity of the CHEREs 

Pa sue paners and their information tends to confirm SOSENKO'S 
account of events efter the Embassy placed the duotuments in 
MFA hands. There is; in addition, from non-Sovici sources con- 
sidereble information on CHEREPANOV pre-drating th: November 
1963 inciacnt 2s well xs reports from Americans involved in 
this incident. 

In the following sections are presented available data 
about CHEREDPANOV and what ensued after he pave the papers 
to an American tourist ror delivery to the U.S. Embassy in 
Moscow. Also given dclow are NOS#NKO's connents on the con~ 

tents of the CHEREPANOV papers. 

(11) Earlier Information on CHFREPANOV 

CHEREPANOV's nane first was brought to CIA's attention 
in October 1953 as a potential Suviet defector. 

Jack RAYMOND, Belgrade correspondent for the New York 
Times, telephoned a Third Secretary of the U.S. Embassy 
there to tell him that he had a man in his office with in- 
formation “from behind the Iron Curtain"; RAYMOND suggested 
that someone from the Embassy would find the man of tnterest, 
but the man allegedly did not wont to come to the Embassy. 
The Third Secretary went to RAYMOND's office, where he met 
the unnamed individual in the presence of RAYMOND’s Yugoslav 
secretary. RAYWOND explained that the man had been writing 
to him from his home village, but. RAYMOND had not replied 

until recently when he told the man to stop at his office, 
-’ as he had just done that day. RAYMOND added that the person 
τ had offered information of a kind that he did not feel he 

could use in his news reports. The Third Secretary took {Θ᾽ 
man to his quarters and interviewed him, then interviewed 

him again iater the same day in his office in the Embassy. 

*According to the."temporary ‘duty authorization" NOSENKO © : 
held the rank of lieutenant colonel, as NOSENKO hinself 
told CIA. He later retracted this claim, placing his rank 

. in: 1963 as captain. See Part V.G. 
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The man, Tihon DUNAYEV, was about 65 ;ears of age and 

claimed to be of Ukrainian origin. He said ne had been 

“mixed up in the Balkan wars,” had fought with the White 

Russians, and in 1920. had escaped with General WRANUEL to 

Istanbul, coming to Yugoslavia the samc year. ide recdunted 

a history in fugoslavia which included botn military ane 
civilian service with tne Yugoslav Government, by virtue of 

which he was retired on a government pension. He indicated 

that in 1924 he had made the acquaintance of Captain kase 

NEDELJKOVIC, who had been. a close frierd ever sitc?.. Tn2 

Latter had told nim of. having been in Russia 1: 1915 «ith a 

Prisoner of War Commission, and claimed to have lives with 

a Russian family at that time. NEDELJKOVIC allegedly had a 

picture which was taken of him with this family. NEDELIKOVIC, 

according to DUNAYEV, was in 1953 enployed at the post office 

near the railway station in Belgrade, and had mt several 
Russians during the past year or two. (These Russiass 

called at the post office for packages which they received 

from Switzerland.) Several weeks prior ta the October in~ 

terviews, an official had come to the post office, and 

NEDELUJKOVIC, in conversation with him in Russian, ποτὰ him 

of his experiences in Russia in 1915. It 500} developed 

that this Russian official was tre son of the renilv with 

whom NEDELJKOVIC had staved, and a fast frierdssip had ree 

suited. Axter several meetings the Russian finally toid 

NEDELJKOVIC that he wasup to his neck" wite tans situation 
in the USSR and that he wanted to defect imcediatsiy. he 

would if he were in the West, but being in Yugosisvia, he 

was afraid that the Yugoslavs would return nin to tne USSR. 

He allegedly told NEDELJKOVIC that when he l=st¢ ths Embassy 

he would not leave empty-handed-~-he would “brirg scmetning 

with him," material of intelligence value. DUNATEV under-— 

stood from his friend that the Russian was the sssistant to 

the Soviet Military Attache. (In these two interviers, 
DUNAYEV claimed he knew only that tne Russiazs called hire 

self "“George.") After NEDELIKOVIC had told the story t9 
DUNAYEV in order to get his advice, DUNAYEY decided that the 
New York Times correspondent was the man to put him ir (02 «- 

Tact with the U.S. Embassy. 

DUNAYEV was informed that the Embassy could give ro 
guarantees, although interested in the case. First, however, 

it would be necessary to know who the Russian official was, 

the full story on his relationship with NEDELJKOVIC, and the 

firmness of his intent to defect. DUNAYEV agreed with tris 

and added that if this did not work out, "we will try to gat 

him into Austria illegally." DUNAYEV left the Embassy just 

minutes before mobs gathered before the building and stoned 

it, in protest against U.S.-British action conzerrirg 

Trieste. : 

He returned to the Embassy 15 days later, exclaining 
that he had been unable to report imnuediately on his dis- 
cussions with. NEDELJKOVIC because the militia had been pre- 
venting people from approaching the Embassy. He said he had. 
visited NEDELJKOVIC the night. he had left the Enbassy ard. 
had told him that he had contacted “interested :persoas," 
without saying they were Americans. . NEDELJEOVIC had given 

him a recognition phrase which he and the Soviet had agreed 

- upon should a third party. contact the Soviet. NEDELJKOVIC kad 
given him identifying information on the Soviet: His name 

was CHEREPANOV, he was a Soviet Embassy official working —. mig 
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ment building with CHEREPANOV, and he agreed to tzy to extice 

*Aleksandr Nikolayevich CHEREPANOV was identified from dip 

559. 

“under cover" of consular duties; his 2g? was given as 35 
to 40, and in addition to giving a physical dscriptior, >» ἰς 
DUNAYEV reported that he was single, spoke good Serbian, ᾿ ΓΝ Σ᾿ 
some French and English.* DUNAYEV further reported tnat i 
CHEREPANOY was now prepared to deliver intelligerce docu 
ments and escape Yugoslavia. From ‘EDELJKOvic's daughts=r, 
however, DUNAYEV said he had learned that after certain 
recent demonstrations--two days after he had last seen himn-- ag ; 
NEDELJKOVIC had fled Pelgradce planning to escape from Yugo= _ ϊ ΩΣ on Bec 
slavia and had not been heard from since. . DUNAYE7.nonethe. © © : i 
less was prepared to help the Russian himself, and said that Ξ 
he now knew that CHEREPANOV visited c warehouse at the 
railway station twice a week to pick up packag-s for the 

- Soviet Embassy. He described his plas for approashing 
CHEREPANOV there, using the recognition phrase, ard setting ; 4 
up a meeting leter the same day in. 8 park, where he could "ἢ 
then pass to CHEREPANOY the Americans’ instructions for F 
communicatirg via a dead drup. (The dead drop had been ‘ 
designed so that the site could be monitored sy Americans 
surreptitiously from inside a U.S. Mission building.) 

This was the iast time DUNAYEV appeared in ths case. 
He apparently never came back to the Embassy, and it any 
event further contact with him was forbidden by tne Ameri- 
can Ambassador who wanted no U.S. personnel personaliy ine : 
volved further in the case. - 

led we ee abwie a 

The dead drop site was observed as planned fer the 
several dates which DUNAYEYV had been instructed to give 
CHEREPANOV, CHEREPANOV did not appear on any of these dates, 
but, on the day after the first date, what appeare2i to be 
surveillance was noted by the U.S. observers. CHEREPANOY's 
failure to appear at the drop site was considered to be th- 
end of the operation because there was no way τῆν to con- 
tact him. 

An American military attache lived in the same apart- 

him into his apartment to discuss defection and asylum. This 
was planned for the end of December i953, but the urexpiairced 
absence of CHEREPANOV and his family from 25 December until 

ee 

. ἘΝ 

lomatic lists as Second Secretary and Consular Officer at 
the Soviet Embassy. He was known to be married. 
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“pemetime late in January 1954 delayed the approach, It was” 

“then fourid because of many other Soviets in his apartment 

puiiding, there were no opportunities for a secure approach. 

Before an approach could be made under any set of circune 

stances, the same American military attache had a halfenour 

conversation with CHEREPANGV while attending the Soviet En- 

basay'a Red Army Day reception in February 1954. The ate 

teche used each of the scveral occasions when the. two were 

alone to proba under various pretexts for CHEREPANOV's desires 

regarding a further contact, but CHEREPANOY responded eitner 

with noncomitral answere or not at all. The attache reported 

hia impressions that CHEREPANOV was a “confirmed and 1078} 

Boviet official of no special stature," and thet he τὰ ὁ 

‘neither intereated in nor desirous of further contact with 

the West." , 

Two yeare later, in February 1956, it was reported that 

CHEREPANOV maintained limited social contacts with the U.8. 

Air Attache and Consul in Belgrade. 

In April 1956, at a "farewell intizate luncheon" at- 

tended by 8 representative of the American Embassy, CHERE= 

PANOV stated that he was roturning to Moscow waere he hoped 

to be assigned for a year or two, but he was not certain. 

According to a report dated June 1956, CHEREPANOV had 

been active in courting people from the U.£. Embassy in 

Belgrade, and as of the time of the report, had gone back 

to the USSR “probably to work in the Foreiga Office." 

More exte:sive information on CHEREPANOV was provided 

in 1057 by Milos GREGOVIC, a Yugoslav who defected to the 

British in Octobor 1857. He hed been a UDB agent working 

in Belgrade against foreign diplomats. CHEREPANOV was one 

of hia operational targets. According to this source, 

CHEREPANOY was first posted to Belgrade in 1948 or 1949,* 

and was one of the very few Soviet diplomats who remained in 

Belgrade after the break with the Cominform, at which tize 

he was charge d'affaires. In 1952 or 1953 he became First 

Secretary and head of the Consular Department.** At this 

time he was identified by the UDB as a Soviet intelligence 

officer. The main reason for the UDB certainty about this 

was the wide scope of his contacts with Yugoslav workers 

ea aE REALTORS ah 

The break between Yugoslavia and the Cominform took plece 

in June 1948. There was no formal break in diplomatic re- 

-+-Jatdons between the USSR and Yugoslavia, although there was 

‘no Soviet Ambassador present in Belgrade from 1950 to 1633, 

and there was no Soviet military attache representation pre- 

sent from 1851 to 1953. According to the Yugoslav diplomatic 

lists, Aleksandr CHEREPANOV arrived in Belgrade sometime in aS. δ 

1952, appearing on the diplomatic list for the first time in — ὃ 

November 1952, as Second Secretary. He was one of only ἢ 

seven Soviets appearing on the diplomatic: list at this - et 

time. The new Soviet Ambassador appeared forthe first time 

on the November 1953 list, bringing the total ciplomatic 

representation up to eight. 

**CHEREPANOV was Second Secretary throughout his tour in 

Belgrade, according to the diplomatic lists. 
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and students, a number of whom were arrested by the UDR on 
suspicion, On several occasions the UDB had felt it had 
almost enough evidence to enable the Yugoslas Government to 
expel CHEREPANOV, but the evidence was never completely 
satisfactory. . 

Thus in 1954 ERECT was assigned the task of con. 
promising CHEREPANOV's wife, Irene. Approximately three 
months after he met her, CREGOVIC personally.succeeded in 
compromising Irene. He continued to handle her as an ine 
formant over a period of about a year and a half, during 
which time he also maintained their personal relationship 

on a spasmodic basis. Iréene’s information enabled the UDB 
to discover that CHEREPANOV had established a network of 
informants among workers and students, mostly in Belgrade 
and its vicirity. Subsequeat information established the 
fact that he was also in cluse contact with trade union 
leaders and particularly with river port workers, a number 
of whom were subsequently found to be anti-~Yugoslav and pro- 
Soviet in their outlook. aAnotner Soviet, an intelligence 
officer who had been recruited By the UDB, confirmed to 
GREGOVIC that CHEREPANOY was a su.ember of Soviet Intelligence. 
The Soviet said also that CHEREPANOV had been an intelligence 
officer during the war and had at one stage bcen parachuted 
behind the German lines on a special services operation 
which resulted in the kidnapping of a German general. 

GREGOVIC described CHEKEPANOV as “always smiling but 
in fact an extremely cold and cruel individual." Although 
he did not appear to be emotionally attccnsd to his wife, 

“he was extremely jealous and watchful of her. He frequently 
urged his wife to use her exceptional beauty and seductive 
charm in cultivating Yugoslav cfficials in order to obtain 
information. GRECOVIC also said that CHEREPANOV tas very 
fond of hunting, which “appeared to give relief to his exe 
cessively sadistic nature." 

CHEREPANOV was recalled to Moscow in mid-1956, according 

, 
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(141) Reports by Americars 

in October ard November 1963 8 university librarian 
= from a midwest campus visited the 558} on a book-buyicg 

; εὐ ΘΕΊΩΙ tor his universit. He had ποῖ made any official 
arrangements to contact VEZEKSICA {internatiorsl Book 
Agency, under the Soviet Ninistry of Foreign trade) in a 
advance of his trip, but called at its office in the Ministry ᾿ 
of Foreign Trade buildixg after he arrived in Moscow. He , : 
explained his interest in obtaining second-hand books. ee tise 
In a few minutes an Engiish.speaking Soviet was sent to ee 

the lobby, and he identified himself as Aleksandr Nikoe~ 
layevich CHEREPANOV. After discussing the librarian's needs 
with him, the nan agreed to cooperate with the American. 
There were three more contacts with ChEREPANOV, all in the 

lobby of the same building. 

The last contact was on 4 November, at which time 4 
CHEREPANOV informed the libzarian that the book precurement: 4 
listings, except for a few items, had been approved for 3 
rclease, Then, speaking softly and quickly in Russian, he : 
passed the librarian a thick envelope which he said contained 
information of ro value to.the Librarian but of much value 
to the. American kubassy. He asked tnat it be passed im= . 
mediately τὸ “rr. Morton" ἈΠῸ worked on cultural affairs 
in the Embassy, and, if Mr. Morton was not there, to give 
it to someone else whom the librarian might know or recog~- 

nize as trustworthy. CHEREPANOV further requested that the 
i librarian call him from outside the Embassy to Ict hin know 

δ (by use of a code vord) ii the envelope had been delivered 
‘successfully to the Embassy. He cautioned πὸ librarian 
not to mentior his--CHUEREPANOV's-.rame in the Labassy. 
(The envelope was dativercd ts the Erbassy according to 
CHEREPANOV's instructioz:s, execpt that in the Embassy the tae 
librarian did mention CHERELPANOYV's saze as the Soviet who d 
had presented tna package.) S.dseqtestiy the Librarian 
called CHEREPA.OV, as instrectsed, to confira the safe delivery 

of the package.* 

The envelope ἔτον, CHEREPANOV cor.tained a bundle of 
documents, some typed and some narderitten. ἰοῦ examination Oe a 
they appcared to be classificd KGB file materials. Fearing ; 
Soviet provocaticn, which could lead to a denunciation of “ 
the Embassy on the grounds of possessirg classified Soviet . i 
Government ducuments,7* Embassy orficials had the documents 
photographed and on the next day, 5 November, turned the 
originals over to the Soviet Ministry of Foreign Affairs. 

ΠΛ ΚΑ the Llibrarians's request, on 16 November the Embassy ὃ 
placed a phone call to a man who identified himself ἂς. 
CHEREPANOV in order to follow up on the $2,000 order for 
books left by the librarian; an innocuous telephone conver- 
sation resulted. The individual who called himself CHKERE- 
PANOV said he had written to the librarian ths day before — 
(i.e., 15 November 1963) concerning the matter. Tne librarian 
later confirmed that he had received such a letter from ᾿ 
CHEREPANOV dated mid-Noverber. fet ὃ δον ὦ th ἐς ν 

**Such a provocation had actually been directed against 
another U.S. Embassy in another Iron ΟἸΣΈΑΙΩ couatey shortly 
before these events took place. 

DEEN a> DA es Ahh ERTS ΝΌΜΟΝ . * ie ; 

nore ery 

ΕἾ . 

τον πὰς aod or τον τὸν 



Le et cates ahaa iteger rate N ae 

eg pe leary 

Soak ep ethane ales 

(ἀν Izfornation fzom \OSEMAO 

‘the Second Chief Directorats) on some of the prpers and saw 

τ 8 

0 Note: “ALL of the information which foiioss was fure 
nished Sy NOSENKO, 

CHEPEPANOV was oorn acort 1929 or 1921. Turing World 
War IT he vas a KOA officer working with partisan groups 
henird the lines. Later he vas in Yugoslavia for fcur or 
five years, the dates not known. CHEEEPANOV was probably 
Deputy Chief of the Κα Legal Resideney in Belg-ade. 
While there, his wif-- tad an arfrir with either an Englishman 
or an Americar. , - 

Wren CHEREPA*OV tetusred τὸ Moscow, he had some (une 
specified) probics getting a job, but finally tre KG Second. 
Chief Directorate took cim into the i.S. Eusassy Section of 

the American feparta-n3, working against the Actnaicistrative 

Section of the Embassy. Me worked an tha same room as V.A. 
KUSKOV, and was responsidis: for ture+ targets: Fishard 

SNYDER, 4 consular of ficer; John NeVICKAR, ἃ corsular of- 
ficer; and Marion ALSAMONIE, secretary to the personnel of- 
ficer. CHEREPANCV's work 95 a cate Officer was fons, and 

as it grew worse, δῶρ KeB @r.tacd τὸ retive liv. Βτ τ 5.56 
of his service in Worid War Ji, tor which he received three 
years' pension cr-:dit for =<ach year of military services, he 
had erougkh time to tie credit τὸ Ὁ: ei1igible for retirement. 
Also, he was just over the siramur age (403 for retirement 

from the KB, 

Upon retiring in σὰν or Acgust 1961, CKEREPANOY got 
a job with MEZEKNICA. Unsrappy absut ais enforced retirement 
and angry at tre Κα, he bocans @vein more aissatisfied when 
MEZEKNICA ternad Cows nis Sevaral atttepts to go abroad. 

Prior to leaving the Kn, CHEREPANOV st3i- draft copies 
of documents bs had τ΄ ας «ὦ ir tne 1.8, Emnasss Section, In 
οὔθ case, Le copicd te: φτοῦ ρὲ: of 8 report in Lis own hand- 
writing, evidently being usable to st-al the document hime 
self. All of the decurents La had sttlen were intended for 
dsetruction. 

When the U.S. kxbassy officisis saz ths CHEREPANOV 
documents, ‘they were atvaid tras the documests were vart of 
ἃ KGB provocatio:, and thes said τὸ themseives: “Wrat are 
the Russians trying to de to ust" The Embassy officials 
‘photograpred the dowurnssts and or the next day returred 
‘them to the Ministry of Fort-ign Affairs. When the Ameri- 
e@cans gave the documents to ths Ministry, the FCS said: . 
"What did the Americans give this back to us for? Maybe they 
were afraid of provocation, but maybe arotner thing--maybe 
they are trying τὸ destroy the American Departzent, to cone 

fuse them. And it did, i¢ did.” 

In November 1963 Yu. C*K came to visit NOSENKO and 
brought news about ‘a catastrophe” in the KGB. GUK said he 
had the story from &.F, MAKASHFY, a m:tual frierd of GUKts. 0... 

- and- NOSENKO!s,* --MAKASHEV +a? ben in -Forsign Minister-Andrey ᾿- --- --᾿ 
GROMYKO's office when the CHEREPANOY papers were brought 
there, after their delivery by Thomas FAIN of tke U.S. Ἐπ. 
bassy. MAKASHEVY saw the rave of O.3%. GRIBA‘OY (Chief of 

that one of them was a pian for agent operatiozs against an 

*NOSENKO said he first met VAKASHEY in Cereva in 1962, when 4 
both were there with the Disarmament Delegation; he subse- oe 
quently saw MAKASHEY cccasioraliy in Moscow. τ 
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of all the pesnle whe haa been Rorking In φερε σα ρει Department — 
during the time period covered by the papers, 1959 to 1960 or 
1961. 

The whole matter was heid very taghtiy in the KGB, and its 

investigation went on for no rore than 26 cr 25 days. When the 
KGB examined the doctiments. some were round to be in CHEREPRNOV's 

= handwriting, but no documents were found which pertained to CHERE- 
PANOV's own case work, or that of the U.S, Embassy Section where 
he worked. (NOSENKO also noted that the KG3 found no documents 
dated later than 195)--rone for i962 or i363--only 1959, 1950 ard 
1961.) Tres there were a number of indications pointing towards 
CHEREVANOV, who had lett the sectior in :9£1. Tne KGB did not 
dare alert him by putting full-time surveillance on him, but in- 
stead mounted fixed surverllance posts at his home and office. 
In order to provoxe CHEREPANCV into some precipitous action on 
the basis of these fuspr.cicus points, a former KGB colleague was 
sent to visit him and, in the course of conversation, to mention 
the great disturbance ir the KGB be:eause someone had passed 
stolen KGB documents τὸ the Americans. CHEREPANOV manifested no 
reaction to the news and was quite cool about the matter. The 

.next day the fixed surveiilence post osserved him leaving his 
house in the morning at nis usual time, apparently on his way 
to work, but the fixed surveiliance post at his office scon re- 
ported that he had sot arrived at work. He had ‘simply dropped 
out of sight.” ᾿ 

An intensive search ‘all over the city of Moscow” ansued 
_then spread throughout the soviec Union. Border controls were 
tightened, phetogrephs of CHEREPANOV were sent out to Republic 
and local KGB and militia offices, all means of transport were 
covered. Reports began coming in from various places that some- 
one who seemed to fit CHEREPANOV's description had been seen 
acting suspiciously here and there. BC perks which came into 
KGB Headquarters frceia Gorkiy Obiast stronglv indicated the possi- 
bility of CHEREPANCV's presence there, so NOSENKO was dispatched 
to the area to check the reports.” 

NOSENKO went to Gorkiy on the fourth day after CHEREPANOV's 
disappearance. The area was covered with very deep woods, 
“where a person could lose himself for life." On the severth 
Gay CHEREPANOV was located and arrested in Baku, where he was 
on his way to the Iranian border. 

* When NOSENKO first told this story, at the first meeting in 
Geneva in January 1964, he pulied from his pocket a document 
which he said was his official KGB “temporary duty authoriza- 
tion" to go to Gorkiy Oblast for the CHEREPANOV search. He 
noted that he had brought it out iliecaily, to show CIA. The 

+ document, authorizing the. Gorkiy KGB office to extend cooper- 
ation to NOSENKO, was valid from 15 to 30 December 1963. 
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"556. . 

A special plane was immediately sent to Baku, cerrying 
S.Mi FEBOSEYEV and several other American Department officers. 
They picked him up and headed immediately back to Muscow, 

interrogating CHEREPANOV on the plane. He immediately con~- 
fessed to having given the documerts to the Americans. 
When asked why, he said he was “angry at the KCB, very 
angry," and besides, he thought he might ask the Americans ; 
for some money in return for the documents. . He confessed : 4 

that on 4 November he had passed the documents to an Ameri- | ὃ ag 

can tourist who was a Librarian interested in Russian books. τ᾿ ΕΣ 

He said he had given thé documents to this American in the 
entrance hallway in the building of the Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs, the building in which the Ministry of Foreign ~~ 

Trade was also housed. ~ ; 

senate! 

Because of the fact that CHEREPANOV had eluded the KGB 

between the two fixed surveillance posts which had been , ΕΣ 

established, the Second Chief Directorate suffered consider~ 5 

able criticism for not putting CHEREPANOV under full, round~ ; 

the-clock surveillance, CHEREPANOV himself, however, told 
the KGB that had he detected surveillance on himself he © 
would have written to the government and newspapers a letter 
of protest against "such an indignity, such persecution," 
and then would have committed suicide, leaving the KGB 

without proof, 

CHEREPANOV was in prison when NOSENKO left the USSR - : 

(on 18 January 1964) and would be shot, but the affair would } 
not be publicized. In addition to his wife, CHEREPANOV 
would leave a daughter as a survivor. 
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νὰν Wipe me Soap oa, ον ἀῶ τὰ 

_was arrested and in two months he was shot. det 

graduation fiom the silitary Diploaatic Academy tn 1959, and 

he becare bitter anduxeventful. After he had tivaily ob- 

tained a job in the Ministry of Foreign Trade, he tried to 

gain revenge by passing Binistry docunents to 2.0.3, Govern- 

ment official visitingé tne Ministry. Because ta> U.S. 

Government Lelieved this act ἴω have been a Soviet provo- 

cation, the documents were subsequently returned τὸ the 

Soviet Government. CHEREPANOV was arrested, trict. ard shot. 

His widow, Irina, works in a nairdressing siop at 15 Petrov 

ka Strect in Moscow, which is patronized by wives of Eremlin 

? officiais; he also left a daughter, about 13 years oid. 

τονε ες ετησατ πῇ, seid she could pravide no further cetails. 
Ἄσων τα ἐν 

Sar - pene 

In the course of a CIA interview ttn oes eee eee 

in goeweREap 1966, sane dascribed the Sovict Union as being 

"VGke a cage, like prison, where people sometimes run nvay, 

put they {the aurnoritiesj ure able to track them anywnere." 

She stated that she knew for 2a fact that a person was shot 

in Moscow, CHEREPANOV, who worked in the same (Hiiitarye 

Diplomatic) Acac.my as her huaband., During the war CHERE- 

PANOV was an officer in intelligence, and was a “geod, brave 

and rescureeful soldicr. Then he cane to the Academy, where 

he was unhappy. Ue wasn't a good vorrer there, considerisg 

at a personal sligut to agve been sent there with all nis 

background.” He became so bitter that he gave inpgrypant: - q 

documents to the Americans about 1963 or 19640, hy Aterte 

cans, however, thought thet the documents were ΖΓ ΔΈ, so 

they gave them to the Soviets. [In two days CHEREF ANOV 
Tig z 

said that she knew this man personally, and his wife as 

well; though only sligntiy. Her husband. hovever, Was 8 

friend of CHEREPANOV's, and being ‘very loyal,” be weat to 

sce his widow, although he had only met her once. (She was 

unable to recall from whom nor husband had learacd of 

PANOV's death.) CHEREPANOY's wife told Seti Bbditieuenm τν ἜΑ Teen 

that CHEREPANOV had “really meant to do what he did; ἢ, Source'ts husband 

really had taken~Mixgg@igirs ἀπ΄ quoled CHEREPANOVA as 

saying: "I remember how he took these papers out of the 

house. Then he returned ard took something from the cabinet 

or something. And i asked hin, ‘What ts that?’ He said, 

'It is something unimportant.’ And two days later he was 

arrested." eee eh eecoumented that CHEREPANOY had not 

known the Amcr een eeeery sell whea he gave him the papers, 

put he was "a foreigner, ἢ friend.” When asked if CHERE- 

PANOV 135 8 GRU officer, Coy aie said she tought he 

was a KGB officer, but was hot celthin of this. flowaver, 

the docrments were “very important ones, important enough 

that he was shot." 
: 
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Installations and Soviet Citizens in the U.S.A. in 

1957-1953."* The report bears the signature of 

Colonel A, FEKLISOV,** whose title is given as "Chief, 

First {American| Department, First Chief Directorate, 

Committee fur State Sceurity under the Council of 

Yinisters USSK." Attached to this document is a sheet 

of 16 signatures, with dates after all bur four, indi-- 

cating that these individuals had read the report 

(CHEREPANOV's. is included). At the bottom cf this 

sheet is indicated the fact that the report was typed 

in two copies, copy number one, which this copy is, 

addressed tu the Second Chief Directorate, and copy 

number two aduressed to a file, No. 1976, volume 5. 

The cest of the documents pertain entireiy to KGB 

coverage of the U.S. Embassy and American diplomats in 

Yoscow for a period of over two years: The earlisst is 

dated August 1955 and the latest 15 October 1960, Most 

of them were prepared by or for one senior case officer 

of the U.S. Embassy Section, First Department, scp, 

Major V. KUSKOV, *** 

Two reports are on, Americans who had already left 

the Soviet Union; in addition to sunaarizing the infor- 

mation collected on them while they were in Moscow, these 

reports indicate the processing required for the file's 

contents prior to retirement to KGB Acchives. ‘The sub- 

jects of these reports are Edward L. KILLHA", Second 

Secretary from July 1957 to July 1959 (documect dated 

October 1960) and Wallace L. LITTELL, Attaci.: from June 

1956 to July 1958 (document dated October 1960). 

There are four operational plans for agen% work 

against American diplomats stationed in Moscow at the 

time the nlans were prepared: Richard HARMSTONE, Sccond 

Secretary (document of August 3958; Lewis. τς BOWDEN, 

Second Sceretary (document of Febuary 1966); Tames A. 

RAMSEY, Second Secretary (document of Febrwary 1960); 

and George WINTERS, Attache (no dare. #4 #* 

a a ect iene 

*One paragraph of the document refers to American surveil- 

lance of Soviets in New York City, and tne next paragraph 

begins: "The intensity of surveiliance was uneven. From 

. November 1957 to April 1958 a decrease was noticed in the num- 

ber of surveillance teams assigned to work directly against 

Soviet employees. This did not mean, however, tnat the Ameri- 

can surveillance service reduced its surveillance οὗ Soviet 

employees as a whole."' The dates cited here aoproximate the 

period, from late November 1957 to mid-March 1958, when the 

FBI was conducting surveillance of two Iliegals in New York 

City as an outgrowth of an operational lead from CIA source 

POPOV (see Part VI.D.7.a.). Information from NOSENKO rela- 

ting to FBI surveillance is discussed in Part VI.F. 

**FEKLISOV is the true. name of. the former KGB Legal Resident . - 

who served in Washington, D.C., under the alias “FOMIN.' 

*#*NOSENKO identified V.A. KUSKOV as. ap officer in the Second 

Section, American Department, KGB Second Chief Directorate, 

and said that CHEREPANOV worked in the same room with KUSKOY. 

##*#%For a further discussion of the role of George WINTERS in 

the POPOV case, see Part VI.D.7.a. 
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Anothcr document is typcd on ἃ preprinted letter- 

head form entitled “Agent Report";. the form has all of 

the KGE organizational titles printed on it, with blank 

space left to be filled in-for the date, the rumbcr of 

the section, department, “and directorate, the nare of 

the agent source and that ‘af the case officer who re~ 

ceived it. This particular report is taoat of the agent 

“LILIANA,” concerning her. contacts with WINTERS petween 

3 and ἢ March 1959, The report describes how she made 

his anequaintance and what transpired a: each of her 

meetings with him thercafter. Following her report is 

a brief statement of future plans for the use of this 

agent against WINTERS, A notation appears on the first 

page that the report was translated from Spanish, al- 

though the name of the translator is not given. (This 

seems to suggest that the agent wrote her ovn account 

of her activities, as she is identified in the report 

as having recently repatriated to the Soviet Union from 

Argentina.) The typing date appears as 18 April 1959, 

and the signature line was prepared for Major KOVSHUE, 

“Deputy Chief, First [American] Depart=ent" of the KSB 

Second Chief Directorate.* KOVSHUK's rame also appears 

as the case officcr who received the report from the 

agent. 

One handwritten document, entitled “Corclusions on 

the Matter of Operational Development LANCELLE,"** is 

on a kind of paper different from that used for any of 

the other doaiments; it is lined and columned, and the 

headings at the top of the columns (e.g., number and 

date of document, to whom addressed or from whom sent) 

suggest that the paper is a record sheet or log of cor- 

respondence. It bears the date of October 1960, τον is 

not Signed, nor does any designation of section, depart- 

ment, or directorate appear. The document is a summary 

of LANGELLE's activities in the Sovict Union, primarily 

details of his activity as an intelligesce officer for 

CIA. One facet of LANGELLE's operatiorai activity 15 

described in some detail, as follows: “On tre 28tno of 

May 1958 L. loaded a dead drop at Lenin Hiilis. He ate 

tempted to give the visit to Lenin Hills for the pure 

posses indicated above the outward appe2ranees ef an inno- 

cent outdoor recreation trip with chilcren. Incidentally, 

prior to loading the dead drop L, had previously cased 

the travel pattern of his surveillance, the situation at 

Lenin Hills, and had visited that area with his wife. 

“As a consequence, it was established that this 

dead drop belonged to a person recently arrested by the 

Directorate of the KGB under the Council of Ministers 

*NOSENKO identified V.M. KOVSHUK in this position around 

this time. - 

**For a further discussion of the role of Russell LANCELLE 

in the POPOV case, see Part’ VI.D.7.a. ae os τ 
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of the USSR for ihe City of Moscow, REPNIKOV, who had 

been recruited by Americana intelligence....°* His ὁ 

meetings with POPOV in Hoscow are set out accurately, 

with dates. WINTERS' mailing of a letter to POPOY is. 

mentioned, but in contrast to exact dates used throughe 

out the paper for other avents clted, the date of 

WINTERS’ mailing is given only as "January 1959." 

There is a handwritten document comprised of nanes 

and addresses of Soviet citizens, headed with a state- 

ment that these are authors of letters addressed to the 

U.S. Embassy in Moscow, but intercepted by the KGB. 

Where dates of the lictters are given, they are for Octo- 

ber 1960. In a few cases the contents of ths letters 

are characterized (2.g., “request for financial aid-- 

5,000 rubles," "complaints about inability to live os 

persion"). Under two of the names a note appears, 

which looks as though it had been added at a different 

time or with « different pen, but in identical hand- 

writing; the note says “Letter enclosed." ‘hase two 

letters were enclosed in the package of documerts. 

The two documents described apovee=th-e LANCELLE 

"Conclusions and the list of Soviets wno wrote to the 

U.S, Embassyv--appear to have been written by the sane 

person. Althougn the sample on the document described 

next is only a signature, it may well be the same hand. 

The name is CHEREPANOV's. This document, tha only docu- 

ment having for its subject a Sovict citizer, is a type- 

written summary of derogatory information on a Soviet 

youth who began to lead 2 dissolute life ia 1957, 

becoming a black market speculator and a homosexual. 

As a consequence he was expelled from the Komsomdél and 

from the Institute at which he had been studying. He 

nonetheless continucd his criminal activities, including 

contacts with foreigners for purposss of flezing the 

USSR, despite warnings by the militia and ihe Kite, and 

he had two long mcetings with Attache Rickard SNYDER, 

"Consul of the American Embassy,’ to discuss his wish to 

go to America. ‘The document, dated February 900, is 

Signed by Lt. Col. A. CHEREPANOV, “Senior Case Officer 

{no section indicated], First Department," of the Seeond 

Chief Directorate. (Presumably the document is relevant 

to the American Department because of the contact with 

an American diplomat.) 

ἄρῃ 24 May 1958 LANGELLE visited the area of the dead drop 

site referred to herein with his wife to case and photograph 

the site area. The site had been described to him as a 

certain section of a wooden staircase in the park area. 

When his report was received at CIA Headquarters it was 

obvious that because of inadequate information, he had 

cased the wrong staircase, so he was told to go back. as 

. soon ag. possible and repeat the casing for the other .stair- 

case. He did this on 28 May 1958, bringing his children 

for cover. He did not put a drop dows at this or any other 

time. .Α legal travel agent actually put the drop down on. 

7 June 1958. This drop was not intended for the agent re- 

- ferred to in the CHEREPANOYV document, REPNIKOV, who in fact 

was not even a recruited agent at the time, although efforts 

were being made--unsuccessiully~-during this time to recruit 

him, At no time was any dead drop put down for REPNIKOV, 

mor were any ever planned for him. 
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The remaining papers are handwritten drafts of 
reports pertaining to various of the Americans named 
above, some incomplete, and extensive rough notes which 
appear to be extracts from surveillance reports, most 
of them on WINTE2S, All these notes are in the same 
handwriting, which appears to be that of K USKOY. 

(x) NOSENKO's Comments on the CHEREPANGY Paners 

On 3 February 1964 NOSENKO was shown all the CHEREPANOV 
papers with the exception of the FEKLISOV report on opera- 

tional conditions in the United States. Just b«fore thev 
were given to him to read, NOSENKO was asked if he had been 
shown the pepers before he left Moscow; ne replied that he 
had not. He said he knew that the documents pertained to 
BOWDEN, RAMSEY, HARMSTONE, WINTERS, and LANCELLE, but he 
had not read them, Asked who in the Secund Cnier Cirectorate 
knew exactly which docunents were involved, NOSENKO named 
S.M.FEDOSEYEV, Chief of the American Department ut the tine; 
GRISANOV, Chief of the Second Chief Directorate; saad G.I. 
GRYAZNOV, Chicf’of the U.S. Embassy Section. ‘These three 

officers, he said, had possession of the documents after 
they were returned by ΜΡ to the KCB. 

᾿ NOSENKO then proceeded to examine and read aloud ths 
contents of the documents, making occasional ecxplanatory 
comments as he went aiong. He identified the randwriting 
of CHEREPANOV hinself, as well as that of ‘KUSKOV, KOYSHUK, and: 
BELOGLAZOV. Concerning the substance of the documents, NO 

“SENKO made very few comments. In discussing tne operational 
- plan for work against WINTERS, NUSENKO noted that this docu- 
-vent, which was a handwritten draft, had been sigcsed by 
KOVSHUK, Chief of the U.S. Embassy Section; NUSENKO then said: 
“He should not have signed this. I do net know why he signed 
it. He should not have signed it." Asked why not, he said: 
“Because it is a draft. He should have sign -d the typ:id 
copy. And why he signed the rough draft I do not know..." 

As he studied the agent report which KOVSHLY reszived 
from source "LILIANA,” concerning WINTERS, NOSENKO commented 
on KOVSHUK's failure to fill in the line which is intended 
_to identify the safe apartment or operational apartment 
where the report was received. "It is obligatory to indi» 
cate the place, in the second line," he added. “It is 
obligatory to write in the number of the persoral file [this 
did appear in the document] and where the contact took place."| 

Reading aloud the agent plan for BOWDEN, described 
therein as the FBI man in the Embassy, NOSENKO came τὸ the 
section which states: "Ironically one day as though by 
chance he [BOWDEN] blurted out to our agent 'SHI:ELOVA' 
‘ARTUR's* affiliation with American Intelligence."' He was 
interrupted to be asked who "SHMEDOVA" was; NOSENKO said: 
“Cleaning woman undoubtedly. An affiliation of ‘ARTUR' with 
American Intelligence." He was then asked: “What connec~ ὦ 
tion did ‘ARTUR’ have with American Intelligence?" To this 

*"ARTUR" was the KGB eryptonym for NOSENKO’s agent Arsene 
FRIPPEL; see Part V.D.5. ον ΝΣ ᾿ 
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NOSENKO replied: “That I cannot say." The CIA case officer — 

remarked: “Why, you should know, you're his case officer...” 
NOSENKO ignored this comment and continued to read.the docu- 
ment aloud. A little further on in the document reference 
is made to use of future agents to report on BOWDEN; again τ᾿ 

"ARTUR" is ment.oned, and NOSENKO identified nim this time 
as FRIPPEL, Then he said: “I asked FRIPPEL, and he said 

‘But I know nothing.' ‘How is it you do not, when he is 

the counterintelligence man in your Embassy? He interrogates 

you!’ And he ansyvered: ‘But no, he is a good man.‘" 

In reading ἃ draft report which appears to have been 

an attempt to summarize the KGB information on WINTERS, NO- 

SENKO read out the sentence: "During his stay in the USSR, 

WINTERS sent eight espionage letters,* and loadec a drop 

jn connection with a game the KGB played with American Intel- 

ligence."' He was asked if_he knew about those eight letters, 

; said he did not. 

a = ¥ FE SS ee ee 

NOSENKO retorted: “But at that time I would not have run him 

down. He did not know that he had Metka on hin,** Prior to 

the year 1962 did you know about ΜΈ ΚΕῚ No, I don't believe 

you did." At this, he was asked:” “Uh, you mean those eight 

letters were detected from Metka? NOSENKO said: “Of course." 

The case officer asked: "Not from surveillance?" NOSLNKO 

said: "No. Beyond the fact that he could be seen mailing 

then, the rest Metka gives....Well, that letter which was : 

mailed by WINTENS τὸ FOPOV was without Metka. That which was 

for POPOV definitely was without etka.” Buf the other 

‘letters, that was not so. I would not blame him. How would 

he know? He put them in his pocket--that's all." NOSENKO 

added that the lettey which was sent’ to POPOV was one of the 

eipnt letters to which the document refers. 

NOSENKO then reviewed the document concerning Richard 

HARMSTONE.*** He repeated his earlier statement that HARM. 

STONE had been compromised and had been approached by the KGB, 

that he turned down the recruitment offer, but that he did 
not report the approach to the U.S. Embassy. He was asked 
how the KGB knew that he had not reported the approach, to 
which NOSENKO renlied: “He was monitored and we would have 

heard by audio if anything about this matter had been re~ 

ported.:...Undoubtedly if he reported it something would have 

been heard from the Minister Counsellor's materials as to 

what this might be, And they would dictate a message about 

this. ""*** Later NOSENKO was asked who tried to recruit HARNSTONE. 

**The first source of information on KGB use of Metka, the 

KGB code name for thief powder or detecting powder, was 
NOSENKO, in June 1962. . 

**#See Section VI.D.3.e. for a discussion of the HARMSTONE case. 

****HSRMSTONE did report the KGB approach, and the Minister - 
Counsellor's office was the site of a discussion of the case. 
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He answered: "I do not know; -that was prior to my coming 

into the departnuent. This was in the year 1953 or 1959. 

I don't know who was the case officer who spoke to HAKs- 

STONE."  ΝΌΒΕΝΚΟ was asked: "Is he still in the Department?" 

He replied: “I don’t think he is. i don't think he is 

concerzed with it any more."* 

NOSESKO read the document which set forth highlights 

of LANGELLE's operational activities in Moscow, chiefly 

devoted to the POPOV. case, but also including information 

(inaccurate in detail) concerning a dead drop site in Lenin 

Hills.** As be read this section he commented: ‘Incidentally, 

they [the KGB] found the dead drop and contents by accident. 

Little children, children." Asked if ἔς knew anything about 

this incident of Lenin Hills, he answered, "Kids. Russian 

children found it by accident. For after LANGELLE had left 

the area, surveillance checked over the area, but they found 

nothing...." Reading rurther he came to the statement that 

it was later established that the dead drop was intexded 

for the person already arrested by the KCB, REPNIKOV. To 

this he added that REPNIKOV was known as: Stanisiav "Slava" 

REPNIKOV, who nad been recruited by some tourist; these de- 

tails were not included in the CHEREPANOV document. He was 

asked if REPNIKGV had been arrested and was thereafter 

working under KGB control, but he said this was not the case. 

He explained that he had been arrested, and the KGB there= 

after “roughed him up once in a while" because he was of the 

category of Soviets who were known to essociate with foreigners. 

He did not know what American tourist had recruited REPNIKOV, : 

but he was aware of the fact that REPNIKOV had not beer 

arrested until after the tourist had left the USSR. *** 

When he was reviewing the summar; of information on 

LITTELL, who had left the USSR before the summary was pre 

pared, NOSENKO was asked if he knew anything ahout one of 

the Soviets named as a one-time contact of LITTEL's, B.P. 

VORONTSOV. The document, a rough deaft with corrections, 

contained a statement that a meeting between LITTEL and 

*KOVSHUK was identified by HARMSTONE as the KGB officer who 

made the approach. 

*tSee the foregoing section on the contents of the CHERE. 

PANOV package for details on the inaccuracies included in 

this document. 

*k*REPNIKOV had been reported as a dissident Soviet youth 

as early as 1955, and in 1957 he told one of his American 

‘contacts that he had once been arrested and served time in 

a Soviet prison at some time for one of his attempts to 

escape illegally from the USSR. He was arrested again there- 

after for a second plan for escape, and he was given psycho- 

logical treatment as a result. REPNIKOV was in contact with 

@ number of Americans and other Western travellers..again ip 

1958 ard 1959. In September 1959 another Soviet, a friend 

of his, told an American tourist that REPNIKOV had been i, 

arrested after receiving a letter from an American: which 

thanked him for his interest in being an ageat and. gave hin. 

directions for future contacts. In tke summer of 1960 there. — 

was a long article in Komsomolskaya Pravda about the arrest _ 

of REPNIKOV and a friend of his on charges of being agents οὗ. 
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VORONTSOV took piace on the strect, and they went to a 
restaurant together. It further said that YORONTSGY was 
continuously in contact with foreign tourists. These ἔσο 
lines are crossed out in the draft, and in their place is 

_written: “The Second { Counterintelligence and Security} 

Department of the UKGB for the city of Sioscow is fully . 
oriented concerning -him.'' NOSENKO was told that VORONTSOV 
most recently worked for. Inturis5t-at, the Hotel Metropol in 
Moscow, and that he had had a number. of meetings with 
American students and with tourists. NOSENKO commented: 
"This is agent work, He is an agent."' He was asked, "But 
to you nothing is known?" NOSENKO said, “Absolutely nothing."* 

ne SES sewer geemererig: τε τπνο- 

NOSENKO went over the rest of the CHEREPANOV documents 
rapidly, for the most part simply reading them aloud, with Ὁ 
side remarks on topics unrelated to the donuments or the Ϊ 
Americans discussed therein. 
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 *In the summer of 1963, VORONTSOV had contacted two different | 
groups of young Americans and told them of his plans for es- | 
cape from the Soviet Union. He also told them he had informa : 

"eons oe tion about KGB agents through his Inturist employmest, and ᾿ 
pos that the American authorities should be told of him and- his: . | 
i Plans; he passed on an elaborate code system which.was to be 

used to get in touch with him to assist him in his escape . 
plans. He was so open in his contacts, unrealistic in his 
plans, and insecure in his conversations with the young_Ameri- 
cans (none of whom had any intelligence connections) that ξ , 
when they reported to American embassies in the West, VORONT-. © < τ 
SOV was immediately assumed by U.S. authorities to be either ‘ 

_@ Clumsy provocateur or a fanciful, immature youth.. Nothing 
further was heard from VORONTSOV. There had been no previous 
record of him in CIA files; the CHEREPANOV document was the 
only confirmation of his other contacts with foreigners. | 
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Alfred SLLESINGER: -Suspecied Source οὐ το Ἐ 

Introduction 

NOSENKG first reported on Alfred Lazarevich SLESINGER (also. 

svelied SLEZINGER) on 3 July iSed when he seid that ga Anerican 

of this last mane, owner of a photographic snep i: Lew York City, 

wig suspected by the xGB of having coumections with the FBI. 

Consequently, NOSENKG said, when SLESTNGL2 traveiled to Moscow 

the KGB Tourist Depdrtme:i arranged to place hin in, Contact with 

ah agent of the department, aad while SLESINGER was in ‘Odessa 

the Tourist Department instructed the 462 organization in that 

icity to have hin “surrounded” with ageits.- 

ὌΝ high 
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ce€ naving Leen questioned by waet δι 450- 

ciation: with the FBI, first SPiN ἘΣ τοῦ 

again while visiting there an loeb, 

Fh sa Sue 
3 phe on this gub- 

Details from NOSENKC , ga 

ject are presented below. ‘v4 

(ii) SOSENKO's liformation 

SLESINGER was under Suspicion by tac YGB First Chief Direc- 

terate, accerding to ΚΟΣΕΈΝΑΟ, because of hiv business transactions 

with a nunber of Soviets who cane to his ster¢ ani ia when ke 

seemed to cisplay mere than normal interest. The first Chief 

‘Nipectorate was cf the opinion that SLESTNeLR was trying to be- 

come Closely acquainted with sone Soviets aul wes trying to study 

them. Upon learning of jis forthcoming tri} te the USSR & the 

GB suspected that “he mijht nake some centects or do something 

interesting.”** The KGR, NOSENK® said, wanted ta study SLESINGER 

as being a possible agent or operational contuct οὐ the FBI. 

The KG3 had a file on SLESTAGER, ‘and cesponsible for this 

case was Yu.M. DVORKIN, a senier case officer in the American 

Section of the Tourist bepartment. An agent of the Tourist De- 

partment (name not give by NOSENSO & Ξ ΤΡ BY 

gu ἢ was director of a photographic shop in Moscow, 

and on KGB instructions he became friendly with SLUSINGER curing - 

the latter's trip to Mosccw; ΝΟΣΕΝΚΩ thought that the two me 

later exchanged correspondence. SLESINGER went to Odessa, 

44 The FBI 5: 
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States οὐ 12 June that the KGb had Leen successfus in effecting 
clandestine entry into foreign embassies in Moscow and had, ina 
fact, been able tc get into all of them with the exception of 
those of the United States and Great Britain. NOSENKO was then 
asked whether the GB had also been able tc enter the West German 
Embassy. He replied: "The situation is worse with the Germans. 
It is worse. It's a different matcer with the Germans. They 
are beirg listened to. EROLL, the Ambassador,* is a very intel- 
ligent and skilled analyst, and he provides a great deal of solid 
information... KROLL dictates evervthing and even his own menor- 
anda. The memoranda he dictates are very interesting, very 
interesting memorada. that is, the information we receive from 

.the ticrophones is very solid information, very sclid informaticn, 
because he knows everything. He knows what ADENAUER will think 
ahead of time. A very intelligent. man and an excellent, excel- 
lent analyst. His analysis is tremendous. Also, [U.S. Anbassador] 
THOMPSON visits and taixs with him, and we know that THOMPSON was 
there and what tock place. Valuabie information. He is very 
talented, this KROLL." é 

* "Hans Anton KxOLL became West German Ambassador to Moscow in 
1953. From 1953 to 1955 he had been Ambassador to Yugoslavia, 
and from 1955 to 1958, Ambassador to Japan. His only“ previous 
Soviet tour was during 1923-1925, when he was the German Vice- 
Consul in ‘Odessa. In March 1962, KROLL received a consider- 
able amount of publicity in the Western press when, according 
to the New York Times (2 March) there was “an. ‘outcry in the 
West German press all week over reports in Die Welt and Bild, 
Hamburg newspapers with the sane ownership, that Dr. KROLL 
had recommended major concessions to the Communists for a 
German-Soviet settlement." As a result, ADENAUER publicly. 
recalled KROLL to Bonn for consultations. He had been under 
fire for similar reasons the previous November and was re- 
ney then, too. He left Moscow permanently at the end of 
1962. 
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Embassy Section, American Department, Second Chief Direc- 

torate. During these visits she.would open her bag and 

Source could see the large documents which were destine 

for the Chief of the Third Department. The cover letter 

read: ‘List number . To (Ca¥ef of the Third Depart- 

ment). Translated from German by . .' δουτῦρ 

often joked with Tatyana and in this view would complain to 

her that she always brought very thin documents for the 

American Department but very thick documents for the Third. 

Department. On severai occasions Tatyana would be late 

delivering waterial to Source's section, and she would state 

that the typists in the Operational Technical Directorate 

were busy doing something for the Third Department. On the 

basis of his experience Source knew that something important 

must have been received from the microphones concealed in 

the German Ambassador's office. — 

"All of the intercepted material obtained by the Opera- 

tionel Technical Directorate was sent first to the Informa- 

tional Group of the Second Chief Directorate. This group 

decided which information should be seen by the Central Com- 

mittee. According to Source, a large amount of this mater- 

ial was considercd very significant at the time and was sent 
to the CPSU Central Committee over the signature of the 

Chairman of the KGB. 

"Source never read any of the above material. Source 
does not know if the microphones are still in place and 
still cperational. 

"Source does not know if the KGB was able to break 

‘the German codes." 
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ee IS ete 

et At his second meeting with CIS 

‘epery day. On this-¢yote’Gasis and also bythe ® 

BE AJune 1962, NOSENKO 
4 rm Moscow might be advised 

Pet : * oo 

3 σον be a fatal πον, ae said, 

- 'gGhcee’ the "KGB was reading a1f;State Department eatciphered cable 

tYaffic between Moscow ami Washington. NOSENKC explained that 
ἘΠ Va this because, as senior officer in pep Enbassy 

“7, 

YMpressed fear that the U.S. bakes 
g&his contact with CIA. τῇ 

eitphered cabies 
f his personal 

and direct fespauge Seti ty for the section'svopttations against 
American code clé#ks; NOSENKO assured hisgésA handlers on sev- 
eral occasions that the KGB could not, anc ΤΑ never heen able to 

read traffic enciphered Pthe U.S. Armed Forces (attache) 

cryptographic systen.*° 

tion of the American, bepirtment, he saw thy 

΄ a 
Meeting with Cie the next day, NOSENKO tempered his earlier 

statement about Κα wif Slate bopartnent ΟἿ He reported that 

“only certain" of $2. State Department ciphers were being read 

by the KGB, and tha®the personally saw the deciphered plain text. 

only cn rare occasi®ms. This information was further qualified 
during the interrogations of February 1965 when NOSENKO said that 
State Department enciphered traffic was broken “very, very sel- 

dom" curing the 1960-1961 period and that "we [the U.S. Embassy 

Section] never saw these documents." NOSENKO has not changed his 

origina] statement that the KGB has never been able to break 

the military codes. 

NOSENKO has stressed that he has no aptitude for technical 
matters and had no interest in or access to information on spe- 

cific techniques used by KGB cryptologists te break the American 

codes. He suggested in general terms, however, that KGB suc- 

cesses in this field were made possible in part by information 

obtained from American cryptographic personnel who defected and 

were recruited in the late 1940's and the 1959's, in part by- 

information from the microphone installations in the two miki- 

tary code rooms and certain U.S. Embassy offices. NOSENKO has 

not specified how this information was used or which of these two 

categorics of sources was of greater valuc, although he did re- 

port that the loss of KGB ability to read the State Department 

codes coincided with and was largely a result of the installation 

of an acoustically secure enclosure for cryptographic operations. 

(The date was late 1961 or early 1962, according to NOSENKO, but 

actually late 1962, according to U.S. authorities.} At the 

same time, NOSENKO indicated, the microphone in the military code 
room (which was probably effective until late 1960, fos 2) 

was of little use. - 

There is a degree of correlation between NOSENKO's informa- 

“tion on KGB cryptologic successes. and that: earlier,.reported by 

®t was for this reason that his own and the section's “number- 

one mission” in 1960 and 1961 was to recruit a military code 

clerk, but this had not been accomplished; see Part V.E.3.c. 
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᾿ς GOLITSYN. 

δας θην aad ates eet a A leah cis ee 

GOLITSYN told CIA that “three or four messages of 
State Department cipher traffic were broken sometime in the 
period 1945 to 1950; past traffic could be read on this basis. 
I have not seen the evidence, but they read the telegrams of 
the Foreign Service in Mosccw in 1960,and evidently later.” 
GOLITSYN then went on to say: “I am*sure they had as an agent 

“ a-code clerk of the Foreign Service." NOSENKO's statements con- 
tradict GOLITSYN.* 

i ~The following sections summarize NOSENKO's information re- 
garding KGB cryptologic efforts, methods, and successes and, 
since they have a bearing on his report, provide excerpts from 
NSA and USIB damage reports on the KGB microphcnes found in the . 
U.S. Embassy in 1964. 
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Information from NCSENKO 

Fron his personal experience, NOSFENKO said in 1962, he knew 
that the KCB Eighth Lirectorate had broken the enciphered mes- 
sages of the U.S. Embassy in Moscow but not those of the military 
elements there. At the end of 1961 or the beginning of 1962, 
however, the KGB cryptologic success ended, according to NOSENKO 
in 1964. He has furnished some details on the types of Embassy 
enciphered traftic being read in clear text and on the way in 
which the clear text was treated within the KGB Second Chief 
Directorate; in addition, NOSENKO has indicated that the KGB used 
microphones in the Embassy and exploited human sources to further 
its cryptolegic work. These points are reviewed separately below. 

(i). Breaking U.S. Ciphers 

The first reference: by NISENKO τὸ KGB cryptolegic successes 
against U.S. Government enciphered traffic was made at his sec- 
ond meeting with CIA cn 11 June 1962. At that tiie he raised the 
subject in connection with his personal security new that he was 
in contact with CIA. He said: "If possible, handle things in 
such a way that only a small group knows. Listen, I don't trust 
your records because there are people even there. I will tell 
you something more. We are reading certain of your cedes. .There- 
fore | don't trust this business and, therefore, ! ask... It is 
better to list me somewhere in your records as an intelligence 

,officer who you have uncer development. But don't indicate my 
rank anywhere.* Listen, here is what 1 fear--] even had the idea 
of going home and putting a bullet through my head and ending it 
all. Because I don't trust you. J don't trust your methods and 
I don't believe that you can keep a secret ‘secret.’ I am afraid 
that something will go wrong. 

“Listen, we are reading your ciphers. We are even reading 
your ciphers. Certain of your ciphers are being read. We are 
reading [them] at the present time. I am afraid τὸ tell you this. 
Why? You will change them and they will guess at once why there 
has been a change after everything had been going smoothly for 
SO Many years. You must give some.thought--Let them read [the 
codes}. Nothing has happened, America has not disappeared. 
America is just as strong as it always has been. 

"We are reading ail the State Department ciphers. Under- 
stand, [we are reading} all the State Department [ciphers], but 
not the military [ciphers]. This is the situation: We are read- 
ing all the State Department ciphers. [Several words unintelli- 
gible, as NOSENKO is whispering.] What THOMPSON has said, what 
is present Counsellor, McSWEENEY, [has said]. All this is being 

read, i.e., these ciphers are being read, but the military — 
{ciphers] are not. The military are not. {I know this because] 
I worked in this business, against the American Embassy... I 
was a deputy section chief. I know everything and I am telling 
you everything. And my main work was with a code clerk...** 

*—Yater in this meeting, NOSENKO said he was a major; for a 
further discussion of NOSENKO's rank, gee Part V.G.1. 

#* James STORSBERG, see Part V.E.3.c. (ii). 

wes apaionteth an 8 ote 

meeth Set Sa wate ee Se AH 

nee teen 

~ et 

ἀχω Te ae 

wre be. tiabiton 



: 

‘end of 1961 or the beginning of 1962.* (Earlier, on 24 January 

‘Directorate was then having no success in breaking enciphered 

I can even tell you that we tried to get him there, but it didn’t 

work out... . 

"So, we are ‘reading all the State Department ciphers. But 
if you change something right now, they will understand at once 

that it could have cone only from me... All ciphers that go ἔσο... oa 

Moscow tc Washington are being read, but not the military [ciphers], : 

the State Department ones. Because we still are unable to under- : 

stand the military ciphers, but the State Department ciphers are ἃ ; 

being read. But, if you wish to protect me, you must--I don't SAR. ee 

know what to dco--let them be read. Listen, I saw them every day, Ss 

every day, i.e., the ciphers, ail enciphered State Department 

cables which went from the Embassy. We had them all, down to 

the last one. I saw them every day..." 
4 
Ἴ 

During the third mecting, on 12 June 1962, NOSENKO revised 

his statements made the day before. He now said that only cer- 

tain of the State Department codes had been broken, and that he 

had only rare!v seen the clear text of deciphered cables. NOSENKO 3 

repeated that military cipher systems had not been broken. His τ 

statenents were a§ foliows: [δ are reading] not all, not all, ; 1 

of course. Some are being read... All things which are sent in 

cipher are, of course, intercepted, but not all are being read; 

It is impossible. to read them. It is necessary to knew the 

Ciphers to read them. well, let's suppose that we send {encipiLered i 

cables] from ‘the United States. You pick all of them up, but you + 

cannot read them. It's the same with us. Everything that leaves : 

the Embassy, everything like a teletype machine, all this is noted, 

everything, no matter how it is transmitted. But everything is 

not read... The State Department ciphers are being read, ποῖ 

all, but they are being read... I mean that what the military 

sends we are not able... but we can read some of what your diplo- ; 

mats send. Not we [the KGB Second Chief Directorate} but the : ; 

[KGB] Eighth Directorate. They are reading some things." 4 

οὶ δ ΣΝ ἃ, 

Asked whether the KGB was reading all the State Department's 

enciphered traffic or only a small part of it, NOSENKO replied: 

"Not all. We are not reading all the State Department [traffic]." 

He also said, contrary to his statement of 11 July 1902 that he 

saw the deciphered traffic "every day," these documents reached 

ma bats seidom"--at the most "ten or twelve times" during 1960 
an 61. : 

ΕΝ 

selene SE ἐς 

Following his defection, NOSENKO reported that he had learned 

in discussions with G.I. GRYAZNOV of the American Department, 

KGB Second Chief Directorate, during 1962 and 1963 that the KGB 

could no longer break State Department enciphered traffic by the- 

1964, NCSENKO said that he knew "definitely" that the KGB Eighth 

traffic of the U.S. Embassy in Moscow.) At about the same time 

that State Department traffic could no longer be read, NOSENKO 

reported, various U.S. Embassy officers were less often heard 
προς τον abbey Lot 

w"Kecording to NOSENKO, he was transferred to the Tourist Depart-_ 

ment from the U.S. Embassy Section, American Department, about . 

this time. 
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discussing significant information over the conc: 3ied microphones 
in their offices. This deve topment had led CRYAZNOV and S. 4. 
FEDOSEYEV (Chief of.the American Departzent) to conclude that a 
*room-within-a~room” hed been installed in the Ezoassy and that 
other security measures had becn instituted ‘there.« After his 
transfer from the American Department in carly 1962, NOSENKO con- 
tinued, he also had occasion to discuss the KGB ioss of code- 
breaking capability with GRIGANOV, Chief of the Second Chief Direc- 
torate; from him NOSENKO learned that tne Central Committee of the 
Communist Party was exerting considerable pressure on the Chairman 
of the KGB for continuation of the material formerly obtained in 
this manner; consequently, the KC& Cnairman vas demanding maximum 
effort from all officers in the recruitment of code clerks. 

In the second series of hostile interrogations. on £0 February 
1965, NOSLNKO made the following statement concerning KGB ecrypto-~- 
logic success during 1960-1961: “Occasionally the E1:gnth Directo~- 
rate would break messages, but very, very seldom, and we never saw 
the documerts." 

(11) Handlirg of Deciphered Gables 

In mid--1964 NOSENKO was debricfed or the procedures used by 
the American Department, during nis reported tenure there in 1960- 
1961, in handling the clear iext of deciphered cabies of the U.S. 
Embassy. The report of NOSENKO's statemeats on this subject is as 
follows: “The Russian text of those Siate Department coded mes- 
sages which had been broken was sent to SEMLCHASINYY, the Chairman 
of the KGB, who sometimes forwarded it to Oleg Mikhnaylovich GRI- 
BANOV, Chiet of the Second Chief Directorate. “SRIBANOV at times 
forwarded some of the materiai to Vladimir Aleks zycevich KLYPIN, 
Chief of the American Department, or KLYPIN’s successor, S,M. 
FEDOSEYEV, NOSENKO saw such material on the desk of KLYPIN and 
later on FEDOSEYEV's desk, but. was never permitted to read it. 
NOSENKO knew, however. that tne reader had +o Sign for those 
articles that he read. Nikolay ZEMSKOV, from the Sccretariat 
of the Second Chief Directorate, brougnt a book containing the 
broken State Department messages to KLYPIN or FELLDOSEYEV., He 
would open the book to certain pages which had red paper and 
permit KLYPIN or FEDOSEYEV to see the material. This was Eighth 
Directorate material, but NOSES KO did not know where or how 
ZEMSKOV got it... At times portions of this material were read 
aloud to NOSENKO by KLYPIN, but they concerned the position of 
the American Ambassador or the U.S. Covernment on political ques.-- 
tions and were of no significunce to him. I:.frequently there was 
mention of the expected arrival of Americans who were not per- 
manently assigned to the Embassy, and NOSENKO renembered that 
one such item concerned the arrival of one or two men, a ‘commis 
sion,' to check the work of tne Political Section. Ine attitude 
of the Secretary of State or the American Ambassador was some- 
times expressed on certain unremembered topics, but NOSENKO took 
no interest in the information as it did not relate to agents or ° 

. 

*See Part V.E.3: 8. for a further discussion on NOSENKO's in- 
formation on the decline in quality of intercepts resulting 
from the decreased efficiency of the Καθ microphone installa 
-tions. in the U.S. Embassy. 
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agent activities. NOSENKO noted, however, that the material con- 
cerned. messages from the American Ambassador, Moscow, to the 
Secretary of State and from the Secretary of State to the Ameri- 
can Ambassador, Moscow. All of this material was highly sensitive, 
‘and few people were permitted to see it or even to know of its 
“existence. NOSENKO stated that it was treated more carefully 
than Top Secret information." 

(iii) Methods of Cryptologic Attack 

Unable to describe the techniques of the KGB Eighth Direc- 
torate in breaking U.S. Lepartment of State cryptographic systems, 
NOSENKO nevertheless did indicate various inethods applied to the 
problem as known to him from his position as Deputy Chicf of the 
U.S. Embassy Section and his responsibility for handling the pro- 
duction of KGB microphones concealed in the Fnbassy. One method, 
mentioned by NOSENKO on 12 June 1962, stemmed from the habit of 
certain Embassy officials (notabiy Ministers Counsellor FREERS 
and McSWEENEY) dictating the text of outgoing cables aloud. 
When the texts were picked up cn the KGB micropnones,* the Eighth 
Directorate compared them against enciphered trafric intercepted 
by other means. The two other methods indicated, analysis of. 
equipment sounds and exploitation of human peur cers are dis- 
cussed in greater detail below. ει ἐξ 

_NOSENKO has twice referred to the Eighth Directorate's 
interest in equipment sounds and snatches of technical conversa- 
tions picked up by the microphones in the State Department and 
military code rooms. He said on 24 January 1964: “Now, we also 
listened to the code room and the teletype office, but we could 
never get anything out of the teletype office because of inter- 
ference {equipment noises which drowned out conversations] .** 
In the military cc.le room--that was where (James H.] STORSBERG 
and later [Matthew P.] ZUJUS worked--we didn't get much. he 
could hear STORSKERG swearing on occasion, and then he would men- 
tion a group of numbers. This was, of course, all recorded and 
we turned it over at cance to the Eighth Directorate, dealing 
with coding snd decoding. Of course, all other intercepts were 
turned over to them also." NOSENKO reported on 14 May 1964: 
"tn 1960 and 1961 from the State Department code room [we heard] 
always the sounds of machines only. Machines only. Three times 
during these two years maybe somebody said one phrase or one of 
the guys said several numbers. Jim STORSBERG was sitting alone 
in the military area. The reception was good. He seldom spoke. 
Sometimes he repeated numbers to himself and sometimes a mechanic 
of code machines came to him, a military guy, a sergeant... I 
forget his name.*** They said two or three phrases: ‘Did you 

sd See Part V.E.3.g. concerning the KGB microphones in the U.S. 
Embassy. 

&* Until December 1962 when an acoustical room was installed 
within the State Department to enclose cryptographic equip- 
ment, teletype and code machines were vulnerable to the one 
microphone later discovered in this area. Since that time 
presumably only the teletype equipment could be heard. Here 
NOSENKO is speaking of the earlier period. On 20 February. 
1965 he said, however: “The microphone is not in the State 
Department code room, but next door where the teletype 
machines were located." This information was true only after 
the secure room was installed. 

ἀλλὰ William Stanton HURLEY, a Warrant Officer who supervised mili- 
tary communicaticns, repaired cryptographic equipment, per- 
formed stand-by cryptographic duties when STORSBERG was un- 
ae Εις and supervised other sensitive activities (see 
Part V.E.3.c.). 
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ἢ check this? Yes. This side good.’ And soon. This was 1965 
' and 1961, and everything from these two rocas--State and ‘military-- 
was put in one special place. Colonel Aleksandr [Nikolayevich] 
SELECNEV from the Eighth Directorate came and looked at_then. 
There were numbers. He took them for one or two days and thea. 
returned them." 

; NOSENKO was more specific with regard to another source of 
analytic information. Questioned on 24 January 1964 concerning 
the recruitment and use of code clerks by the American Departaent, 
‘NOSENKO enumerated the recruitments known to him and then said: 
“As I..recall, way back in 1948 or 1949, there was a man of yours 
who defected. He stayed behind. I believe his name was McMILLAN.* 
I don't remember his exact name, but he stayed tehind in the USSR 
and I know he helped them a great deal. Then, after him, was this ' 4 
‘ANDREY.' Thanks to his help they were able to read your State 
Department codes.** To date we have never been able to read your 
Military codes. ‘ANDREY' was not a code clerk. I believe he was 
a code-machine technician. After that there were many efforts 
made, but there were no successes. Right now I know definitely 
that the Eighth Directorate, which is involved with decoding, 
does not have anything at all. In the past they nave submitted sre dl 
report$ to KHRUSHCHEV and the Central Committee on their inter- ia 6A 
cepts: But now they are not getting anything at all. . Therefore, 
right now the highest priority mission given to the First [Ameri- 
can} Department and the Second [{#ritishj Department is to get so 
at code clerks. But in any event, they never were able to get ᾿ | 
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at your military codes." The debriefing continued: 

Question: But did not 'ANDREY' bring out military code material? 

NOSENKO: No, I believe it was.only State Department material. 
What he mainly did was to describe the operation of 
code machines and what daily or other periodic settings 
were made.*** Then, of course, those two who were very - eS τὰ 

Ὁ AGNES ἐϑυδιὶ TORE elf ον» κα νον, Ἑ James H. McMILLAN, a code clerk on the staff of the U.S. 
Military Attache in Moscow, defected in 1948, because of his 
devotion to a Soviet woman. 

a* Dayle W. SMITH (KGB cryptonym: "“ANDREY") was in Moscow 1952- 
‘1954. It is not clear from NOSENKO whether the benefits of 
SMITii's information were limited to this period or extended 
to 1960-1961. Apparently the same type of cryptographic 
equipment was in use by the State Department for the entire 
time. See Part VI.D.3.b. for further details on this case. 

αὐτο ene didi. tens caine 

&&& At the time of SMITH's Moscow tour there was only one code 
room at the U.S. Embassy in Moscow, used both by State De- : 
partment and military personnel. As the only cryptographic : 
machine technician assigned to the Embassy, SMITH had access 
to both State and military cryptographic equipment, although 
he was an Army sergeant assigned to the office of the Mili- 
tary Attache. In his statements to the FBI, SMITH has 7 
Claimed that, in fact, the only information he gave the Sov- 
aoce in Moscow was fabricated by himself and therefore use- 
ess. : ᾿ : 
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knowledgeable of such matters, 
they gave tremendcus help.* Then there.was some 

American code clerk who they brought into the USSR, 
I believe, via India. 

Question: Was this HAMILTON? ** 

 NOSENKG: I don't know his name. This was after MARTIN and 

MITCHELL... He helped them.a bit. No question about 
it. To some degree anyway. After that so far.as I 

know there was nothing at all with results. Now they- 
are attempting to get a.codeclerk. 

Question: Were there other attempts made? 

NOSENKO: Yes, there was an attempt against Jim STORSBERG.**# 

ω William Hamilton MARTIN and Bernard Furguson MITCHELL were 

NSA mathematicians who defected to the Soviets in July 

1960. Both had previousiy served with the Naval Security 

Group in Japan and were familiar with U.S. intercept and 

ὈΣΥΡΤΟΙΘΕΊΕ efforts. No indication is available that either 

had any detailed knowledge of U.S. cryptographic procedures 
-and equipment. 

Victor Norris HAMILTON (also known as Fouzi di Mitri HINDALI), 

a native of Palestine, worked as a linguist in the Arab 

Section of NSA from 1957 to 1959, when he was released for 

medical reasons (paranoid schizophrenic). He defected to 

the Soviets in Pragué on 12 June 1959. He was not a code 

clerk. : 

See Part V.E.3.c., which describes the STORSBERG case and 

other unsuccessful KGB recruitment operations involving 

American code clerks during. 1960 and 1961. _ 

MARTIN and MITCHELL, 
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1.95, Evaluations 

NOSEXKO's statements about the KGB microphones in the Ameri- 

can Embassy led. to investigations by U.S. authorities -which re- 

sulted in damage assessments, part ef which are germane to the 

NOSENKO reports on KGB cryptologic successes. NSA examined the 

question of cryptographic security in light of the microphones. 

found in the State Department and military code rooms at the 

Embassy, while the USIB Security Committee studied the security 

ramifications of other microphones which were discovered in the 

Embassy. Extracts from the NSA and USIB Security Committee 

reports are given below. Although the latter report does not ᾿ 

specifically mention the cryptologic potential held by the micro- — 

phones, it states that classified cables were dictated in the 

Internal Political Section offices until Decenber 1963; most of 

the military cables, the report adds, were typed by the origina- 

tor, but certain ones were dictated in the Military Attache 

offices. 

(i) NSA_ Report 

" . There were two code tooms in the Embassy, one serving 

the Department of State and the other serving the attaches. An 

operating microphone was discovered in each of these two rooms. * 

: "During the fall of 1962, special enclosures were built for 

each of these rooms, and all cryptographic operations were per- 

formed in these enclosures beginning in December 1962. Enclo- 

sures of this type are built to rigid specifications and have 

been exhaustively tested. They are designed to protect against 

just such networks as discovered in Moscow. Thus, we may conclude 

that there has been no compromise of information in Moscow due 

to cryptographic operations since December 1962, so long as the 

enclosures were operated in accordance with the proper procedures. 

Between 1952 and 1962, however, the code rooms were not protected 

against this type of surveiliance... 

πο It was technicaliy feasible for the Soviets to have re- 

covered the plain texts of the messages encrypted and decrypted 

by machines; in these code rooms. This stems from the fact that 

teleprinters and cryptographic equipments do not run silently; 

they emit acoustical and electromagnetic energy--that is, they 

make.noise as they’ type, print, and punch information. The 

sounds emitted by the machinery involve minute differences in 

amplitude, frequency, and timing as different letters and charac- 

ters are processed by the equipment. Relatively insensitive 

pick-up devices can detect these differences if they are placed 

.at fairly close range to the equipment as was the case in:each 

of the Moscow code rooms. When these sounds are recorded and 

analyzed the plain text of messages can be reconstructed. Con- 

sidering the specific equipment used, we must conclude that the 

Soviets could have recovered the texts of most messages sent to 

or from the Moscow Embassy from the time of occupancy until 

_ December 1962 in the case of Department of State traffic, and 

, through 1960 in the case of attache traffic... 

“In addition to the recovery of the plain texts of indi- 

vidual messages being processed during this time period in Moscow, 

it is possible that information on the cryptographic operation 

. €Kecording to all knowledgeable sources queried in the investi- | 
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gation of Dayle SMITH, all cryptographic operations, both military 

and State Department, were performed in a single room on the ninth 

ἐς floor of the new Embassy building in 1953 and 1954. ‘Separate 

code rooms were established sometime after this and before 1959. - 



-of the MCB (State Department cipher machine) and the Ki-25 

(Attache cipher machine) was recovered... This results from 

the fact that the sounds made by these equipments reficct the 

internal mechanical workings of the cipher machine; these sounds 

can be recorded, analyzed, and the cryptosystem itself could 

have been reconstructed. If this did occur, not only the nes- 

sages processed in Moscow, but also those messages processed by 

other posts using the same machines and the same cryptomaterial . i 

could have been lost to the extent that they were intercepted... ͵ 

“The attache cryptomaterials are similarly compartmented. ἮΝ 

During the period 1952 to 1960, various rotor machines were used... 9 .°: .. oF 

πἰ Fro 1955 τὸ 1958, the KL-I was used, and from 1958 

to date the KL-7 has been used. In October 1960, the KL-7 was i ¢ 

placed in a special sound-pruof box which prevented any attache 3 = 

traffic from being recovered after that time, since all attache 

messages were processed either in that system or in one-time pad... 
. 

cr dele h te caren hle baba "In Moscow, the Department of State during the period Octo- 

ber 1960 through February 1961 enciphered nearly all messages 

classified Secret and Top Secret in one-time pads, resulting in : 

the loss only of the Confidential traffic during that period. d 5 

Department of State found it necessary to revert to the use of © : ἢ 

one-time tape machines for messages classificd up to Secret from , 

March 1961 until the enclosures were installed. Therefore, most ᾿ oe 

Confidential and Secret traffic was probably lost during that 

period; but Top Secret messages were still enciphered in one-time 

‘pads and thus secure... 
“Ὁ 

“We must assume that all Department of State communications 

ae - that were machine-processed in Moscow could have been compromised 

from 1952 to December 1962. These consisted of messages of all 

classifications until October 1960; Confidential. messages only 

from October 1960 until February 1961; and Confidential and. Sec- 

ret messages from February 1961 until December 1962. Serene gamer iment cane r+ 
ΠΥ  ΥΝ Ν 

"Most Department of State classified messages involving 

Iron Curtain posts exclusive of Moscow should also be assumed 

to have been compromised during 1952-1959 through cryptomachine 

information derived at Moscow. It can be assumed that such 

messages during 1960-1962 were not compromised by this means. 

State Department classified messages which excluded Iron Curtain ; 

osts would not have been compromised by the Moscow penetration ἊΣ 

ecause of the isolation of crypto systems. 

aha. 

ἜΣ ΤΌΤ ὉΠ 

᾿ . “Machine enciphered military attache traffic processed in |... 

Moscow should be assumed compromised until October 1960, but was” 

secure after that date. 
= 4 
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oe er emceg ane "During 1952 to 1954, all traffic in the entire attache net 

which included Moscow could have been, compromised. 

‘There is no reason to believe that any information was Ὡς 

compromised through cryptographic operations after December 1962 

when special enclosures were installed, so long as the enclosures 

were operated in accordance with the proper procedures..." 
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. (11) USIB Security Committee Report . 

"The security. practices and procedures [at the American 

Embassy] appear to have followed a pattern from April 1953 to 

May 1960, at which time the first plastic [acoustical] .room 

was installed. A change occurred in the work habits {in May 

1960) in that the more senior State Department officers utilized 

the plastic recom for sensitive discussions and dictation. The 

room could accommodate only a limited portion of the Embassy 

classified discussions and, accordingly, a number of classified 

discussions were held outside of this secure area. In the April 

1953-May 1960 period it was an accepted practice of the Ambassa- 

dor and the Deputy Chief of Mission to discuss openly in their 

offices routine classified operations of the Embassy and to dic- 

tate classified documents and telegrams. [Extremely sensitive 

matters such as high-level political decisions, matters perti- 

vent to the most sensitive U.S.-Soviet relationships and positive 

intelligence operations were not dictated and if discussed, 

were mentioned in a cryptic manner... 

"In the External Political Section during the 1953-1960 

period there were daily staff meetings... Work assignments 

were given at these meetings to individual officers who, in turn, 

prepared classified dispatches or telegrams to the [State] De- 

partment.. It was reported that the officers of the External 

Political Section frequently dictated classitied material, includ- 

ing telegrams, within their offices. Officers of the Internal ᾿ 

Political Section generated few classified telegrams... These 

were, however, typed in the offices. Fron May 1960 to date [1964] 

the Ambassador-DC™ operation conducted their most sensitive clas- 

sified digcussicns and actions in the acoustic room; however, 

routine classified day-to-day operations were discussed and dic- 

tated in the offices. Ambassador KOHLER reported that since 

August 1962 he and menbers of his staff working on substantive 

or sensitive matters utilized the secure room and that all ma- 

terial to be encrypted was drafted.in long-hand or dictated in 

the acoustic room. 

"The pattern for the External Political Section and the 

Internal Political Section remained basically the same during 

the period of May I960 to the present time; however, the most 

sensitive matters were discussed or dictated in the acoustic 

room or drafted in longhand... In September 1962 the second 

acoustic room was erected for the typing section for the handl- 

ing of sensitive classified material. From December 1963 to 

date it was indicated that no classified telegrams have been 

dictated outside of the acoustic rooms. It was stated, however, 

εἰ that the day-to-day operations including analysis of develop- . 

ments within the Soviet Union were. openly discussed in various 

offices and the conclusions reached later became the basis of 

classified documents or telegrams... 

"The military attaches reported that most cables were 

drafted in longhand or typed by the originator and then turned 

over to the code clerks for transmission. In certain instances 

cables were dictated in the offices..." 
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1, Introduction 

NOSENKO, as previously indicated, came to Geneva with the 

Soviet belegation to the Lisarmament Conference in mid-March 

1962 and established contact with CIA in June of that year. 

His arrival in.Geneva and his first meeting with CIA thus 

occurred three:montns and six months, respectively, after 

Anatoliy Mikhailovich GOLITSYN defected to CIA from the KGB 

‘Legal kesidency in Helsinki, on 15 bLecember 1961,* and was 6Χ- 

filtrated to the United States. 

A discussion of what GOLITSYN said about NOSENKO appears in’ 

Part V.I.7. 

Presented below are, first, a Summary on GOLITSYN, then 

a survey comparing GOLITSYN'’s and NOSENKO's leads, and finally, 

a protocol on GOLITSYN which NOSENKC signed. 

2. Background Information on GOLITSYN 

GOLITSYN, a KGB counterintelligence. officer, was assigned 

to the Soviet Embassy in Helsinki in Culy 1960 under the alias 

of Anatoliy KLIMOV. In defecting to CIA, he provided inore than 

20 documents taken from the Helsinki KGB Legal Residency files 

as well as extensive information about KGB officers and opera~ 

tions acquired during his 16-year career in the KGB. 

GOLITSYN had had a variety of job and training assignments 

in the First Chief Directorate in Moscow and training assignments 

in the Second Chief Directorate.** The bulk of his career was 

spent in work against the American target for the First Chief 

Directorate; this was his responsibility in Helsinki and had 

also been his principal area of responsibility during his pre- 

yious tour abroad, in Vienna from 19£3 to 1955. (In the lat- 

ter assignment he had been known to Petr DERYABIN, who defected 

to CIA in 1954, and this was the reason for GOLITSYN being 

assigned to Helsinki under alias.) ᾿ : 

Among the GOLITSYN documents was a study of American In-~ 

telligence operations exploiting tourists visiting the USSR, 

the so-called “legal travel progran.”*** This study, which 

runs to sixteen pages in translation, was prepared in KGB 

. Headquarters and was sent to the Helsinki Legal Residency under 

a cover letter, dated 7 April 1961, which suggested a number 

-of steps to be taken in order to counter such operations. 

The study was based on two principal sources: 

- ἢ Recording oO NOSENKO, GOLITSYN defected on or about 15 Janu- ἐ᾿ 

ary 1962, after NOSENKO had been reassigned to the Tourist 

Department. 

** As a result of this service, GOLITSYN was the original 

source of numerous leads to identifiable penetrations 

of Western Governments, including agents with access 

“to classified information such as William VASSALL (see 

Part VI.D.5.b.) and the French officer in NATO, George 

'' PACQUES. 

#*%see Part V.D.7.c. for details. 
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᾿Ξ NOSENKO denied that GOLITSYN visited the American Department 

- The minutes of TIA and M[-6 jo:nt conferences on ; ce 
legal travel operations, held in 1959 and 1960. (The 
KGS agent George BLAKE confessed that he had passed these : 
documents to the KGH.) 

- Actual cases of American legal travel operations in 
the USSR which had keen revealed to, or uncovered by, the 
KGB. (Some of the cases had peen publicized throuch Soviet 
announcements of arrests and trials, but -the majority of 

.those cases cited by name in the study had noc previously 
been knovm to be compromisea. In a few instances accrivities 
of the American Intelligence agents appear to have been 
embroidered upon by the KGB. while in some others innocent _ τὴ : 
tourists were wrongly s:ccused by the ΚΟΒ : 

es 

| 

1 Tolhtl e nian tanned chin, 

Among recommendations made in the cover memorardum was the in- 
Struction to recruit or place agerts in tourist agencies handling 
travel to the USSR. These agents could then provide information 
on the use of these firms Ly foreiryn inteliligerce services in 
work against the Sovier Union, ᾿ 

GOLITSYN had information on certain aspects of the ΚΟΒ Second : 
Chief Directorate work against the U.S. Embassy in Moscow. Prior 
to his assignment in Helsinki he had conferred several times in 
April and May 1960 with cfficers of the U.S. Empassy Section of 
the Anerican Department, Second Chief Direcro:ate, concerning 
possible assistance he couid render them in their work against 
american code clerks transiting Helsinki en rovte to their’ Moscow 
posts.* Durirg his assigrment to Helsinki he travelled to Moscow 
on ΤΟΥ in January 1961, at which time he discussed: with these 
same officers the possibility of his using in Helsinki a Finnish 
businessman, Johannes PREISFREUND, who had been recruited by the 
Second Chief Directorate for an operation against an American 
code clerk in Moscow.** GOLITSYN acquired further information 
about such operations on at least two occasions, when Second 
Chief Directorate officers visited Heisinki on TDY and either 
called on him for support or chatted with him about officers and 
operations, P 

3. GOLITSYN Leads and Information from NOSENKO 

a.': Microphones in the U.S. Embassy 

᾿ς In his visits to the Americar. Department GOLITSYN learned 
by accident of KGB technical operations against the U.S. Embassy 

« 

at any time in 1960. 

**Although knowing that GOLITSYN went to the American Depart- 
ment in 1961, NOSENKO said that the month was not January 
but July, for it was in July that he ‘NOSENKO) was on leave; 
GOLITSYN‘'s passport, however, verifies he was in the Soviet 
Union in January 1961 and shows no entries for July of that 
year. See Part V.E.3.c. for further details on PREISFREUND. 

TOP SECRET 



apap apie races eee ume a See SE 

in Moscow. when asked in April 196? about the product from such 
operations, GOLITSYN said he had heard about results-many times, . 
but the only concrete.example he was in a position to give was 
‘the following: During one of his visits to the Ancrican Depart- 
ment in 1960* he heard and saw that a report cr reports of the τὸ 
results of audiosurveillance in the U.S. Embassy had been lost. 
While he was present, the Department Chief ordered 211 the per- 
sonnel to search once more for these papers, and as COLITSYN 
steod there they went through ail their files. GOLITSYN said 
he could sce that there were many such reports, each having a red 
line on it, which signified that these reports were the property 
of that department of the KGB Operational Technical Directorate 
(OTU) which was responsible for making the installations. He 
explained that this meant that the American Department had to re- 
turn the reports to that Directorate, and this was the reason for 
a search being made. The only cffice in the U.S. Embassy which 
was specifically menticned in connection with this search was 
that of the Minister: Counselor.’*’* 

- Other Leads Corroborated_by NOSENKO ᾿ 
ὰ There are twe ᾿Ξ KGS Operations on which both GOLITSYN and 
NOSENKO have given mutually confirming information, although 
their respective reports do not always cover the same data. 
These operations, all discussed elsewhere in this paper, are: 

‘= Henry SHAPIRO Part V.C.2.a 
LY 

BENSON, MULE, and STROUD Part V.C.3.b. 

- Thomas BARTHELEMY Parts V.D.7.c. ἃ VI.D.2.d. 

Carmen TORREY Part VI.0.2.a. 

* Elsewhere GOLITSYN ras stated that he visited the American 
Department several times between April and June 1956 in 
preparation for his assignment to Helsirki in July i960. 
He has also incorrectly stated that he visited the depart- 
ment in December 1960 (his passport and CIA travel records 
show this was actually January 1961); GOLITSYN therefore may 
have been referring to this later visit. 

** In June 1962, NOSENKO:told CIA that there were microphones 
in the offices of the Minister Counsellor at the U.S. Emb- 
assy, end he said at that time that he had seen intercept 

-ςς FePOrts of conversaticns or dictations by successive Mini- 
By τς Counsellors. In 1965 NCSENKO volunteered a story about 

wovthe loss of one of the intercept reperts which the American 
“Department had received in 1950 or 1961; he identified it® °° 
as one which recorded the Minister Counsellor giving dicta- 
tion. According to NOSENKO, the American Department was 
turned upside down for a month, December, in the search 
for the missing report. Althcugh the document was never 
found, neither the Chief of the American Department nor 
O.M. GRIBANOV, Chief of the Second Chief Directorate, was 
Subjected to any punishment because the draft from which 
the missing report had been typed was found to be in the . 
possession of the Second Department of OTU. From this the’: 
investigators concluded that the document itself had pro- 
bably been returned to the OTU and burned, and that in- 
advertently no paper had been executed to record its des- 
truction. 
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ENE νου AEA RE 
& VI.D.2.b. "parts V.D.7.c. 

part VE.De4 

WOES ALE ΠΤ pare'vi.o.4. 

- A αν. Part νι.0.4. 
Canadian Code Clerk Part VI.D.4 
(name net known): 

Part VI.D.4. 

William J, VASSALL Fart ViI.D.5.a. 

Clandestine entry 
into Swedish Embassy Part V1.)D.9. 

c. Leads Conflicting with NOSENKO Reports 

Either through direct contradictions on a key point or 
through omissions by NOSENKO about a major feature, there are 
five operations on which GOLITSYN and NOSENKO have supplied 
conflicting infcrmation. These operations, all discussed 
-@lsewhere in this paper, are: 

- James STORSEERG ἃ Part V.E.3.c.* 
Jonannes PREISPREUND 

- Adam BROCHES Part VI.D.2.a. 

Gerald SEVERN Part VI.D.2.a. | 

- "SASHA" (KGB Part VI.D.2.a. 
eryptonym) 

-Edward £. SMITH Part VI.D.4.b. 

ἃ, Leads to Operations Against U.S. Embassy Not Covered by 
ROSENKO ae 

‘ GOLITSYN reported on six operations against personnel of 
the U.S. Embassy in Moscow which have not appeared in the re- 
porting by NOSENKO.** These cperations are summarized below. 

GOLITSYN heard in about 1957 of the recruitment of a female 

“~employee--"lLike a secretary"--of the U.S. Embassy. With ancther 
American girl, she had travelled to Georgia in 1957. ‘There the 
KGB placed in her path a KGB agent, a Georgian male. They be- 
gan living together, and this relationship continuedé in Moscow 
where she was recruited. ᾿ 

*~GOLITSYN's Tead to the American recruited with’ PREISPREUND'Ss 
help is equated to STORSBERG on the basis of NOSENKO's and 
PREISFREUND's statements that FREISPREUND participated in no 
other operation. GOLITSYN reported that the target of this 
operation was recruited; NOSENKO reported. that STORSBERG ret... 2 . ..ώ. 
jected. the KGB approach. ~ 

88. By virtue of his position as Deputy Chief of the U.S. Emb- 
assy Section in 1960 and 1961, NOSENKO said, he was directly 
responsible for knowing of ali KGB operations against person- 
nel at the Embassy ir that period and definitely would have 
known of any successes since his earlier tour; he knew that 
SANDREY" was the last successful one (1953-54). 
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si f-the-U.8: Embassy-Section thatthe latter-had-as~arragent “a 
eode clerk in the Embassy who was scheduled for transfer to Hel- 
sinki. This subject came up in a discussion of GOLITSYN's forth- 
coming assignment to Helsinki, and GOLITSYN was told that if the 
agent was transferred to Helsinki, GRYAZNOV might let GOLITSYN 
have him as his agent. GRYAZNOY gave GOLITSYN τὸ details about 
the operation other than the fact that the agent had provided the 
oe with some information and the KGB considered him “a real agent." 

Also in the spring of 1960, GOLITSYN learned from GRYAZNOV 
that he, GRYAZNOV, had developed an operation against a military 
code clerk at the U.S. Embassy to the point that the KGB was "99 | 
per cent sure" that the target would be recruitec. “From the ¢ 
accounts given by NOSENKO and STORSBERG, this does not appear to 
concern the STORSEERG operation, which-.was just beginning at this 

_¢ime, NOSENKO has mentioned no other Operation against a iilitary 
ecde clerk. 

I.¥. KURILENKO told GOLITSYN that while serving in the U.S. 
Embassy Section he had followed an American diplomat returning to 
the United States in 1959, and there he had completed the recruit- 
ment which had begun while the diplomat was assigned to the U.S. 
Embassy in Moscow. * According to KURILENKO, he had travelled to 
the United States under cover of the Soviet Exnibit Committee. 
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τον GRYAZNOV inforred GOLITSYN in April or May 1960 that an 
‘American, possibly a code clerk, but definitely an employee of. 
‘the U.S. Embassy in Moscow, was either recruited or prepared for 
recruitment on a hemcsexual basis beginning in 1959 and concluding 
‘in 1960. The KGB had photographs of the American in varicus homo- 
gexual acts. However, SHELEPIN, who had just become Chairman of 
‘the KGB, was stressing ideological rather than blackmail recruit- 
ments at this time; SHCLEPIN said that this method of approach was Ἷ 

. "too dirty” and the KGB should find another way. SHELEPIN did 3 
not exclude the future use of the photographs, which the KGB would 
hold in reserve. 

athe 

ΝΕ ΟΕ wes ce 
Arother case mentioned by GRYAZNOV to GOLITSYN was that of 

the attempted recruitment of an American female secretary on the 
basis of her relationship with a KGS agent, either a lover ora ᾿ 
close friend. The agent, with the help of a KGS officer, tried i 
to influence her, bet failed. She left the USSR prior to July j 

1 ΣΌΣ ἘΠῚ 3360, but the KGB pianned to work on her again, as she was to 
return to Moscow. 

τὰς 

a ae A ; On a TDY trip to Helsinki in November 1960, V.V. KOSOLAPOV 
of the U.S. Embassy Secon told GOLITSYN that he had come there 
in order to ride back to Moscow on the train with a U.S. Embassy : 
code clerk with chee he planned to strike up an acquaintance to . . , 
be continued in Moscow.** In about September 1961 a friend of τ᾿ am 5 
KOSOLAPOV's came to Helsinki on TDY, and GOLITSYN tried to get ἢ 
him to talk about KOSOLAPOV's train operation, but he would not ᾿ f° 
@iscuss the case. From this GOLITSYN was certain that the re- aa coat 
cruitment had been successful. ' 

ΓΕ 

: GOLITSYN learned from V.M. KOVSHUK, apparently in January 1961, 
that the Finnish agent. Johan PREISFREUND had recently been used in 
the successful recruitment Οὗ. δὴ American at the U.S.-Embassy. - J BRR 
NOSENKO has described no successful operations in- which PREISFREUND ; 

᾿ took part (see preceding. SeCrAON? + we τς “" i 

®“WOSENKO said that there was no operational reason for KURILENKO's 
travel to the United States at the time of the Soviet Exhibition 
in New York City, and that KURILENKO's duties related only to 
security; the KGB Resident in New York City, NOSENKO added, could 
have given KURILENKO some special task if he wished. 

@@ See Part V.E.4.b. for discussion of KOSOLAPOV's TDYs to Helsinki. 
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4. NOSENKO's Information on GOLITSYN 

In February 1965, after he had been questioned by 
CIA about GOLITSYN, NOSENKO signed the following state- 

‘ment concerning his knowledge of GOLITSYN: 

'"] have never met or seen Anatoliy Mikhailovich 

GOLITSYN. 

“During the period 1960-1961, while I was serving 

as Deputy Chief, First {U.S.Embassy] Section, First 

{American] Department, Second Chief Directorate of the 

KGB, I remember that Anatoliy GOLITSYN visited the 

Section to discuss the proposed use of my agent "“PROKHOR" 

{PREISFREUNU] in the operations of the Helsinki Residentura. 

I was away from Moscow at the time of GOLITSYN's Visit, 

but I know that he talked to V.M.KOVSHUK, and that at 

-KOVSHUK's request he also talked to [Yevgeniy] GROMAKOV- 

SKIY {of the American Department] about American diplomatic 

couriers travelling through Helsinki en route to anc from 

Moscow, and to KOSOLAPOV about American code clerks. I 

τας do not remember what. they specifically discussed. I 

“<< Jearned about this visit from KOVSHUX after 1 “eturned 

to Moscew from leave, and also heard about it from 

KOSOLAPOV and GROMAKOVSKIY. 

'Y do not know the date of this visit of GOLITSYN's, 

but 1 do know that it was after hewas posted to Helsinki. 

I believe that it was in the summer of 1961. I know for 

‘certain that I was away from Moscow at the time on leave, 

because KOVSHUK told me about it after I returned from 

leave. Since he discussed code clerks, I would have met 

him if I had been there. 

"Y have been told by my interrogators that this 

visit of GOLITSYN's took place in January 1961. I do 

mot believe this to be true because I know that I was 
ὙΜΕΥ͂ on leave when he came and my leave was in July 

1 . 

Ἡ] never heard of any other visits by GOLITSYN to 

the First Section, First Department, during the time 

that I served there in 1960-1961. 

"] have been told by my interrogators that GOLITSYN 

visited the First Section, First Department, three times 

in May-June 1960 before going to Helsinki and that he. 

talked at length to KOVSHUK and GRYAZNOV about what. he 

could do. in the Helsinki Residentura to assist our Section | 

in its operations against code clerks coming to the 

American Embassy in-Moscow. I am sure that GOLITSYN did. 

not make any such visits. in 1960 and that. no such conver- 

sations took place at. that time. Since I directly super-- 

vised the work of GRYAZNOV and KOSOLAROV and shared the — 

same office with then,any professional discussions by them . 

with GOLITSYN ‘about code clerks would be either with. my — 

᾿ knowledge or would be reported to me. If he.did in fact . 

make such visits in May-June 1960, I cannot explain why I 

do not know about then. τ 
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ΤΣ have been told by my interrogators that KOSOLAPOV ᾿ 
visited Helsinki in November 1960 to accompany an American 

. code clerk on the train to Moscow. ~ I have also been told 
that on this trip he had official contact with GOLITSYN 
concerning this cede clerk and concerning one of GOLITSYN's 
assignments to assist the First Section, First Department, 
Second Chief Directorate by developing infornation on. 
code clerks before they left Helsinki for Moscow. I do 
ποῖ know that KOSOLAPOV went to Helsinki in November 1960. 
I do not know that KOSOLAPOY accompanied any American 
code clerk to Moscow from Helsinki, except Paul JENNER. 
.I do not know that KOSCLAPOV met with GOLITSYN and dis- 
cussed the subject of code clerks with him in Helsinki in 
November 1960 or that KOSOLAPOV ever saw GOLITSYN in © 
Helsinki. 

"I do not remember that exact date of GOLITSYN's 
defection, but I know that it was in January 1962, I 
believe cn the 15th or 17th of January. I do remember 
that he defected on a Saturday and that it was not 
discoverec until the following Mondav.* I am certain 
that GOLITSYN's defection took place after I had trans- 
ferred back to the Seventh [Tourist] Department in 
January 1962. In the ensuing investigation within 
the KGB, I was never questioned on what code clerk 
operations GOLITSYN may have known about. 

"Tl know that no written damage report on GOLITSYN's 
defection was prepared in the Second Chief Directorate. 
In the Seventh Department, where I was serving at the 
time. of GOLITSYN's defection, I remember that V.D. 
CHRLNOKOV, the Chief of the Department, was questioned 
about the orienterovka [study] on tourist. operations 
which GOLITSYN was known to have taken. 

"Tl have been told by my interrogators that GOLITSYN 
defected on the night of iS December 1961. I cannot 
accept this date because I know that I was no longer in 
‘the First Department at the time of GOLITSYN's defection. 
I agree that the true date of GOLITSYN's defection must 
be known to the CIA, and I can only assume that “v inter- 
rogators have either made a mistake or are trying to trap 
me, In any case, I still maintain that GOLITSY!: ὁ Socted 
after I moved to the Seventh Department in Januszry 1:72." 

Surveillance of Soviets in the United States .. 

Information from NOSENKO 

At the second meeting with CIA in Geneva in 1962, NOSENKO 
related that V.A. KOZLOV, Chief of the American Department 
of the KGB seventh (Surveillance) Directorate, had gone to 
the United States the year before to investigate the suspected 
cessation of surveillance of Soviets stationed in New York City 
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and Washington, B.C.* 

"We have sensed that something has happened in America," 
NOSENKO said at that time: "We do not feel surveillance. There 
is no surveillance."' The KGB Legal Resident in New York City, 
B.S.IVANOV, had reported the situation to the KGB First Chief 
Directorate which, in turn,: had scught the Second Chief Direc- 
torate's opinion as to why no surveillance was being noted. 
Unable to suggest a reason, the Secand Chief Directorate asked 
whether the surveillance of Soviets could have been called off 
temporarily. The First Chief Directorate doubted that this 
could be the case but did state that radio traffic normally. 
used in U.S. surveillance “was not on the air.‘ KOZLOV con- 
sequently was sent to the United States to assess the situ- 
ation, and in the course of a month, NOSENKO said, he visited 
both New York City and Washington, KOZLOV discovered not only 
that there was no -surveillance of Sovicts but also that "they 
dropped our democracies -- Bulgaria, Rumania, Hungary. They 
temporarily took them [surveiliance} off." 

Also at this meeting NOSENKO commented that: 

- "I€ your surveillance comes up on the radio, they 
{KGB aoniters) pick them up everywhere."’ . τς Ag oh Core 

- The practice of KGB case officers was not to 
proceed directly from a Soviet installation to a meeting 
with an agent, but rather to use other Srviets as decoys 
"so that you will think we are working on somebody, where- 
as in fact we are not working on them. [American] sur- 
veillance is onto everyvody as soon as they come out 
the door" of a Soviet installation. 

NOSENKO's only other reference to surveillance in the 
United States was made on 29 January 1964 during a discussion 
of the "ANDREY" case.**® While V.M.KOVSHUK was in the United 
States trying to reestablish contact with "ANDREY", NOSENKO 
said, he’ was usually accompanied by two other KGB officers. 
KGB monitoring of FBI surveillance communications revealed 
that KOVSHUK and the others*** were referred to by the FBI as 
"the Three Musketeers." 

2.Information from Other Sources 

ἃ. GOLITSYN 

. In early 1962 GOLITSYN revoree’ that the KGB was well 

τ ΤΟΣΟΥ͂ was in New York City from 15 November to 30 Deceaber 
1961, except for a two-week period (from 5 to 19 December) 
when he was in Washington. His departure from New York City 
fell on the same day that John ABIDIAN. visited the Pushkin 
Street dead drop in Moscow: and that, according to NOSENKO, 
KOZLOV later went to the dead drop site (see Part V.E.3.d.). 
KOZLOV had earlier beén in the United States with the | 

᾿ς Bolshoy Ballet, from 12 April to 14 June°1959. 
δὰ For further details. on the "ANDREY" case,. see. “part VI.D.3. be 
δὰ The others, V.M.IVANOV and A.K. KISLOV, were not named by 

NOSENKO. : 
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acauainted with American edanterinveiti pence surveillance 

tactics, and since about 1953 the KGB, through special ap- 

peratus, was able to monitor radic traffic stemming from 

American surveillance of Soviet Embassy personnel. While at 

the KGB Juridical Institute in 1957-5&, GCOLITSYN said, he 
hed read studies on the methods used by U.S. counterintelligence 

in konducting surveillance cf Soviet officials in Washington 
and New York City. The studies ee seme American documents, 

obtained through KGB agent sources, Ccataining instructions. 

for carrying out surveillence on Soviets: The KGB, GOLITSYN 

_ added, used this information defensively abroad and in adapting 

‘its own surveillance techniques within the USSR, τ 

5: TLE Document 

ne of the documents provided by CHEREPANOV in Novenber 
19634. was entitled "Operational Conditions in the U.S.A. and 
tre Activities of American Cousterintelligence Organs Against 

Soviet Installations and Seviet Citizens in the U.S.A. in 
1957-58, Nearly half of this document, signed by "Δ.5. 
FEKLISOV,** was devoted to a discussion of the organization 

_and methods cf FBI surveillance of Soviet officials stationed 

in New York City and Washington. The informaticn (sources 

‘not indicated) covers radio communicaticas between fixed 
surveillance posts and mobile surveillance posts. 

Nk eThe CHEREPANOV documents are reviewed at greater length | 
‘in Part VI.D.7.c. 

&* FEKLISOV, under the alias FOMIN, previously, served as KGB 
᾿ς ΘΝ Legal Resident in Bashingtons:: ae ee 
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